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report. 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE to whom the several Petitions present- 
ed to this House from the Inhabitants of the City of Limerick, and from 
the Parishes of the said City, relating to the Local Taxation 
thereof, were referred, to examine the matters thereof, and to report 
their Observations and Opinion thereupon to The House ; and to whom 
the Reports made on the 3d day of July 1820, from the Select Committee 
appointed to try the merits of a Petition complaining of an undue Election 
and Return for the City of Limerick, and the Minutes of the Proceed- 
ings of the said Committee, were also referred: — Having considered 
the said Petitions and Reports, and examined Evidence thereupon, 
have agreed on the following REPORT : 



I N order to lay the result of their inquiries in a clear and intelligible 
manner before the House, Your Committee think it necessary to make 



a few preliminary observations on the local circumstances of the county 

of the city of Limerick, on its extent and population, as well as upon 

the laws which more peculiarly apply to its internal government. In 

population, Limerick ranks as the third city in Ireland, containing by the 

latest census, 8,268 houses, and 66,042 inhabitants, being more than Population Returns b‘ j 

twice the number of houses, and nearly three times the number of inha- w hou!** 011 ini'l 

bitants comprehended within the county of the city of Waterford. The j»»_ - moos, w 

trade of Limerick, more particularly in Corn, is important, as appears by asm. m 

the amount of sales in its market, from the 1st September 1821, to the " “ *" ’ 

14th June 1822, which were as follows : 



j 38,804 Barrels, 20 St. 
26,486 Barrels, 16 St. 
241,216 Barrels, 14 St. 



Even at the present reduced prices of agricultural produce, the following 
value of the weekly sales will show the extent of the corn trade of 
Limerick : 





Week ending 
3 Feb. 1833 . 


Week ending 
9 Feb. 1822 . 


Week ending 
16 Feb. 1828 . 


Wheat - 


£.~ 7 . d. 

6,390 19 10 


£. s. d. 
7,851 12 6 


£. 7 . d. 

5,862 11 2 


Barley - 


306 4 8 


652 12 0 


361 9 8 


Oats ... 


5,988 11 6 


5,621 6 8 


3 . 97 8 8 3 



Situated upon the finest navigable river in the British European do- 
minions, with a port in the heart of the most fertile parts of Ireland, 
capable of admitting vessels of 400 and 500 tons burthen, though nearly 
80 English miles from the sea, receiving in its market the produce of the 
counties of Limerick and Clare, and of a considerable part of Kerry and 
Tipperary, it is evident that the prosperity of Limerick is not only of direct 
importance to the inhabitants of the city, but also to the province of 
Munster generally, and indeed to the Avhole of Ireland. Within the 
separate jurisdiction of the city are included 13 parishes, and 7 parts of „ eturn bj : 

parishes ; about 16,000 Irish acres, or above 25,000 acres in English 
measurement. For the purpose of the present Report, it is necessary to 
distinguish three several divisions, all comprehended within the county of 
• the 
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App* (B.) Table of 
Applotmeut and 
Deed of Admea- 
surement, 1609. 



Petition. Votes, 
1822, N° 361. 

47 Geo. 3. c. 75. 
51 Geo. 3. c. 104. 



1820. 75 Com. Jour- 
nals, p. ;J84. 

Mr. Wodehonie re- 
ported, that during the 
investigation before the 
aid Committee, va- 
rious acts of the Cor- 
poration, as stated in 
the Petition, had come 
to light, which ren- 
dered it necessary for 
the said Cummittee to 
request the House 
would order the Mi- 
nutes of evidence to 
be printed. 



J. Mark, App. (A.) 
Min. Ev. 

J. N. Russell, ibid. 



4 REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 



the city of Limerick. 1st, The Old City; 2d, The Liberties ; and 3d 
lne New lown or parish of St. Michael’s. * 

§ 1. The old city connected with the county of Clare, by Thomond 
Bridge, one of the most ancient architectural monuments in the south of 
Ireland, was formerly considered as a principal fortress, and as an im- 
portant military position ; it was called the key of Munster, was surrounded 
by walls and defended by a castle now in ruins. The local taxation of 
the old town is administered by the city grand juries, who impose a rate 
on the real or supposed value of houses, for ma'king and repairing roads 
and bridges within the city and liberties, as well as for the maintenance of 
the public establishments. § 2. The liberties comprehend, as has been 
already stated, about 16,000 Irish acres, extending from 3 to 4 miles 
south, east and west, of the old city walls. The liberties are subject 
to the powers ot taxation, vested in the city grand juries, the levies being 
made at the Spring and Summer assizes, and being applotted by the acre.— 
3 3. The parish of St. Michael’s, or the New Town of Limerick, is divided 
from the old city by a branch of the Shannon; it is described in one of 
t i«^ e o t ‘°! 1S , referred *° Your Committee, as containing 2,000 houses and 
lb,M0 inhabitants and as comprising “all the wealth and trade of the 

city . 1 fils New Town is placed by two private Acts under the control of 

commissioners, who levy and appropriate the rates raised from the in- 
habitants of the parish. The New Town being exempted by law from the 
jurisdiction of the city grand juries, only contributes 5001. per annum, 
to the levies raised by such authority ; but it maintains exclusively its 
parochial establishment, amounting to between 3,000/. and 4 000/ 
annually. 



By the order of reference made to Your Committee, their inquiries 
have necessarily been divided into two parts ; Th e first object of their 
examination has been the Petitions from the old city and liberties ; the 
second, has been the Reports of the Select Committee of 1820, and the 
Petitions of the inhabitants of the city and liberties complaining of the 
misapplication of the public revenues and the gross abuses of the corporation 
or Limerick. 



I. By the general law of Ireland it is enacted, for the encourage- 
ment of buildings m cities and towns, that any parts of cities and 
towns which were, at the passing of that Act, liable to be taxed by the 
acre only, and not by a rate on the value, should, if built upon, continue 
to be charged m the same manner, and that no alteration in the mode of 
assessment should take place in such cases, by reason of any buddings 
which might be erected under such circumstances. The Act of the 33 
Geo. II is analogous to the barren land exemption in the tithe cases, for it 
in fact enacts, that the expenditure of capital on lands adjoining to cities 
and towns shall not become the cause of an augmented local taxation ; but 
that an acre of land which, before the passing of this Act, contributed to 
the local taxes in proportion to its area only, should not, if built upon sub- 
sequent to the Act, become liable to taxes rated according to the value 
ot the buildings erected upon it. Your Committee consider, that capital 
invested under the faith ot an Act of Parliament ought not, without the 
most serious consideration, to be subjected to those increased burthens, 
an exemption from which was distinctly promised by the legislature. 

But this general argument becomes much more forcible when applied to 
the peculiar case of the city of Limerick. 

The grand juries of the city of Limerick are appointed by the sheriffs 
ot the corporation ; the pannel is formed, not as Your Committee conceive 

it 
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PETITIONS RELATING TO LIMERICK TAXATION. 5 

•it ought to be, from the most respectable, intelligent and opulent inhabi- 
tants of the city, without reference to local or political connection, but it is 
confined exclusively to the aldermen, burgesses, freemen and friends of the 
corporation. No individuals, though possessed of the highest qualifications 
in property and character, seem to be placed on the city grand juries if 
considered adverse to the political views of the corporation ; and this prin- 
ciple of exclusion, diametrically opposed as it is to the spirit of British law, 
seems, to be as strictly attended to as if it were a qualification prescribed 
by statute. It has appeared in evidence, that the grand jury pannel has 
been submitted by the sheriff to a leading member of the corporation, 
who made such alterations in the names as appeared expedient to himself. 
On this proceeding Your Committee need not make any comment; any 
such interference in the appointment of grand juries cannot but taint the 
administration of justice at its source ; and a grand jury nominated for 
private views, and consequently liable to be swayed by local prejudices, 
cannot but lose much of public respect and confidence in the discharge of 
its functions, both civil and criminal. Some particulars proved before Your 
Committee establish the facts, that the conduct of the city grand juries has 
not been such as to warrant a recommendation for any extension of their 
powers. Under the authority of these grand juries, presentments contrary* 
to law seem to have been made ; a defaulting treasurer 6 has been conti- 
nued in office, without being called to sufficient account, or his sureties 
proceeded against; and even in criminal proceedings, an instance has 
been stated, wherein culprits were allowed to become accusers, and the 
parties really injured were placed on their trials for a capital offence. 

But even if the statutable exemption, under the 33 Geo. 2, did not 
exist, and if the city grand juries were fairly and impartially chosen from 
among the most respectable and wealthy inhabitants, the very con- 
trary of which is the tact, Your Committee could not recommend 
that the new town should bear a full proportion of city taxes, unless an 
equivalent part of the parochial taxes of the new town were borne by the 
old town and liberties. If a fair and impartial tribunal could be found to 
exercise the powers of local taxation, apportioning the total expenses to 
the real value of the total rateable property, such an alteration of the 
•law might perhaps be justifiable ; but Your Committee doubt whether it 
would give any practical relief to the inhabitants of the old town, and of 
the liberties. 

As any interference in the appointment of grand juries is discreditable to 
the public officers bound by oath to administer their functions fairly and 
impartially ; as it is prejudicial to the best interests of the public, by 
casting suspicion on the administration of justice ; as examples of a very 
•different nature are given by other corporations, where a system of equal 
representation has been acted on, it is to be hoped that in future the 
formation of grand juries in the city of Limerick may be governed by 
principles the reverse of those which appear to influence the sheriffs at the 
present moment. 

It may here be remarked, that the petitions from the old city state, that 
“ the wealthy inhabitants have from time to time removed to the parish 
“ of St. Michael’s, in which buildings and improvements are daily in- 
“ creasing,” and which presents streets not inferior “ to those of the 
“ metropolis of Ireland.” The petition from the liberties in like 
manner states “ the emigration from the old city of all persons of 
“ opulence and importance;” and the resolutions of the inhabitants of 
St. Michael’s attribute the extension and improvement of the new town to 
its exemption from the control and power of the grand jury, the abuse of 

6l ?- B which 



05 /) 

<7 

/ 



James Fisher, 
App.(A.) Min. Ev. 
J. M. Harvey, ibid. 
Edward Parker, ib. 
M. Barrington, ib. 
B. M‘ Mahon, ibid. 



B. M'Mahon, ibid. 



J. Mark, ibid. 
J. Fisher, ibid. 



(*) Ed. Parker, ib. 
0 ) Id. ibid. 

J. N. Russell, ibid. 
J. N. Russell, ibid. 



J. M. Harvey, ibid. 



Cork, J. C. Bes- 
nard, ibid. 
Waterford, J . Cour- 
tenay. 



Votes App* 1822, 
N° 36a. 

D° N* 363. 



Resolutions, 

App.fB.) 

J. N. Russell, 
App.(A.) Min.Ev. 
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REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 



10 Feb. 1796. 



Printed minutes, 
Report 1820, p. 32. 



which had been found so prejudicial to the old city and liberties. The 
resolutions proceed “ to express a determination to oppose every attempt on 
“ the part of the corporation, through their grand juries, to extend their 
“ powers of taxation, the experience of many years having fully proved 
“ how much those powers have been abused, and what large sums of public 
“ money levied off the city and liberties are still unaccounted for.” 

On the whole of this part of the case, it having been shown that, under 
its present system of government, the new town has progressively improved, 
that an open system of account has been established, that seven commis- 
sioners are biennially elected by the inhabitants contributing to the rates, 
and that if any complaint arises, a mode of redress is provided by law ; 
whilst, on the other hand, under the control of the city grand juries, the 
old town has gradually fallen into dilapidation and decay ; that a defaulter 
has been continued in the management of the public money ; and that con- 
siderable sums remain unpaid, and are still due to the consolidated fund ; 
Your Committee cannot recommend that the power of commissioners, 
against whom no complaint has been brought in any petition presented to 
Parliament, should be superseded, and that the authority of grand juries, 
exercised so improperly on many occasions, should be enlarged. Your 
Committee, on the contrary cannot but wish to maintain that system 
which has conduced to the improvement of the city, and the comfort of 
its inhabitants, suggesting, however, that it would be a considerable amend- 
ment of the local acts, if any commissioner, who neglected giving his 
attendance, should be considered as having resigned his office, and that 
the inhabitants should be in such case empowered and required to fill up 
the vacancy. An appeal against the accounts might also be given, to be 
tried before the quarter sessions of the county of Limerick ; the commis- 
sioners for life might advantageously be superseded, and the power of 
contributing to the public charities might be extended to such further sums 
as the commissioners might think fit to recommend. 



*5 

II. Although Your Committee are not inclined to recommend any ex- 
tension of the present city grand juries, they conceive, that the public 
burthens of the old town and liberties might be very considerably alle- 
viated, if the revenues of the corporation were applied to the uses for which 
they were intended, and from which it appears to Your Committee that 
they have been unjustifiably diverted. 

Before Your Committee proceed to this part of the subject, it is neces- 
sary for them to make a few remarks upon the extraordinary disappearance 
and suppression of the ancient records of the corporation. 

In the year 1796 an order was made by the court of King’s Bench of 
Ireland, “ that the books of the corporation of Limerick should be depo- 
“ sited in the office of the clerk of the crown.” In consequence of this 
order five common council books were so deposited, and were inspected 
in the officer’s custody by Mr. Grady, late a member of the Irish as well as 
of the Imperial Parliament, to whose important evidence Your Committee 
refer. These books commenced in the year 1680, and were brought down 
to the date on which the order was served. The more ancient of these 
books were valuable as evidence of the usages and rights of the several 
members of the corporation, and of the persons claiming admission to the 
city franchises. On the 5th July 1797, an order of court was made, that 
the five books should he given up to J. Prendergast Smyth, esq. afterwards 
Lord Gort, chamberlain of the city, whose family had acquired a preponde- 
rating influence in the corporation of Limerick. On the 25th July 1797. 
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the chamberlain signed a receipt for these five corporation books. When 
the production of these records was subsequently required, the very cham- 
berlain who had himself signed a receipt for these books, denied on eath 
any knowledge of what had become of them, and stated in his affidavit, 
that he could not recollect whether such books ever came into his posses- 
sion since the time of signing the receipt.” One of the five books, being 
the most modern, was, however, given in evidence by the corporate officer, 
but the four others, necessarily the most important, with reference to the 
usages of the corporation, have never since been produced. Upon this 
entire transaction it is unnecessary to comment, any farther than to state, 
that had all the five books disappeared, such an event might have been 
accounted for by accidental causes, which cannot possibly be applicable to 
a case where the more ancient and valuable books are stated to have been 
lost, and where only the more modern, and consequently the least import- 
ant, are produced. Accident or misfortune might have occasioned the 
loss of the whole number, whilst the production of one, and the suppression H. D. Grady, 
of four, can only be accounted for by another, and a less favourable, A PP* ( A *) Min. Ev. 
hypothesis. 



In the absence of these books, for which Your Committee cannot but 
consider the corporation highly responsible, it is impossible to furnish such 
clear and satisfactory evidence, with regard to the ancient usages of the 
city, as might, under other circumstances, be required ; and this absence 
is the more to be regretted, because Limerick, being a corporation by pre- 
scription as well as by charter, the ancient usages become doubly im- 
portant. The charters of Limerick bear date in the reigns of King John, 
Hen. 5, Hen. 6, Hen. 7, Ed. 0, Elizabeth and James 1. Various estates 
and rights to toll and custom are vested in the whole corporate body, and 
the uses for which they were intended are clearly stated in a document 
very fortunately preserved among the public records of Ireland. This 
document is the more important because it supplies that evidence which 
would otherwise be vainly sought for, in consequence of the suppression of 
the corporate books. It appears, that on the 20th October 1672, the Earl 
of Essex, lord lieutenant of Ireland, issued proclamation, requiring the 
corporation of Limerick to furnish an account of their customs, tolls and 
duties, and the authority under which the same were demanded and paid. 
In obedience to this order, the corporation returned a schedule of their 
tolls, to which they subjoined the following statement ; “ These are the 
“ customes and dutys receaved by the said corporaceon, as well by grauntes 
“ made unto them as by prescription and usage ; whereout we are to 
“ maintain the walls of both divisions of the citty, ffour draw bridges, two 
“ great stone bridges, one with ffive and the other with {fourteen arches, 
“ twelve gates or posterns in the Citty walls, above ten bridges in the 
“ liberties and in the severall wayes leading to and from the citty, at 
“ least twelve miles of paved causeway : and since their wear and mills 
“ were given away to Sir George Preston, we have not above 100/. 
“ annual income, by houses or lands, more than the casual revenue arising 
“ by the above schedule: All which we humbly certify : dated at Limerick, 
“ under the common seale, 4 Dec. 1672. George Ingolessby, mayor.” It 
also appears, that in 1676, fines to the amount of 174/. were imposed on 
the citizens, and estreated into the Exchequer, for not repairing the high- 
ways and the bridges ; but that, upon the execution of the repairs, an 
application was made by the corporation for a remittal of such fines. It 
also appears, that iii the year 1761, a committee of the late Irish House of 
Commons, after having inspected the accounts of the corporation of 
Limerick, after having called for the ancient books, now suppressed, after 
having examined witnesses on oath, reported “ that the estate and revenues 

“ of 



App. (B.) 



Ibid. 
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“ of the corporation of the city of Limerick are vested in the whole cor- 
“ porate body for the public uses of the city" This resolution was agreed 
to by the House, and was acquiesced in by the Privy Council of Ireland, 
on the 13th March 1762, a most important letter from which body to the 
Earl of Egremont, secretary of state, is subjoined in the Appendix. Your 
Committee are therefore of opinion, that these revenues are intended for 
public purposes only, and that an application of them to other uses is 
wholly without justification. 

At present so far are the roads and bridges from being repaired out of 
these funds, that a very oppressive tax is raised by Grand Jury Present- 
ments upon the inhabitants for these purposes ; amounting, in the ten 
years ending 1820, to above 50,000 /. This tax falls almost exclusively 
on the poor inhabitants of the old city, and on the landholders of the 
liberties ; and inasmuch as it is applied to purposes for which the cor- 
porate funds were originally intended, Your Committee consider it as a 
burthen unwarrantably cast upon those from whom it is collected. As the 
grand juries are composed of the leading members of the corporate body, as 
they are, in fact, the corporation itself, in another form, the House will ob- 
serve, that the very same individuals first sanction the diversion of the re- 
venues from the public purposes for which they were intended, and next 
impose taxes to supply the amount of this misapplication. 

Your Committee, following the precedent of the Irish House of Com- 
mons in 1723 and 1761, when the abuses of the corporation of Limerick 
were made the subject of parliamentary inquiry, called for an account of 
the corporate income and expenditure during the last ten years. This 
account has, after a very considerable delay, been produced, but at a mo- 
ment when Your Committee were on the eve of closing their Report, 
and when, from the late period of the session, it was wholly impracticable 
to enter into a minute investigation of their contents. The difficulty 
under which Your Committee labours, is increased in consequence of the 
neglect of the chamberlain to comply with the order given for the produc- 
tion of these accounts in the hands of some person qualified and authorized 
to explain them. Under such circumstances, Your Committee can only 
make a few general observations upon the accounts as produced, without 
expressing any opinion on their accuracy. They are certified, it is true, 
by the chamberlain, the proper officer of the corporation, but they are 
unaccompanied by vouchers, or any document sufficiently explanatory. 
The total revenues, during the last ten years, are stated to have amounted 
to 25,947 l. 17 s. 7 d. consisting of tolls and customs, producing 19,670/. ; 
casual income 2,428 L 3 s. 1 d. and real property 3,849 /. 14 s. 6 d. 
During the same period the regular annual expenditure has amounted to 
16,382/. 14s. Id. ; but the balance which would have remained to the 
credit of the corporation, and, consequently, applicable to the public uses 
of the city, is stated to be more than covered by a contingent expenditure 
of 14,556/. 9 s. 2£ d. ; to this contingent expenditure, Your Committee 
feel it their duty to direct the attention of the House. It is not given with 
as much precision as Your Committee might have expected ; the dates of 
payments are not set forth, and the transactions of several years are blended 
together in a manner utterly subversive of all clearness, and inconsistent 
with the ordinary principles of public accounts. It consists also of items, 
which, when compared with the public purposes for which the revenues 
were granted, appear of very questionable propriety. An expenditure of 
above 1,000/. has taken place in payments for the stamps on the admission 
°f freemen, and this not on such admissions generally, but on the admissions 
of freemen connected with one particular interest. In 1812 and 18l 3, 

law 
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law costs, to the amount of 1,183 Z. were paid out pf these revenues ; in 

.1814 and 1815, 2,907/. were appropriated in the same manner; in .1816 

and 1817, 2,688/.; and during the last ten years, above 1,500 1. are 

stated to have been expended in litigation ; one sum in the last account is 

.charged as follows : “ Viscount Gort, sundry expenses, 800 /.;” this entry, App. (B.) Contin- 

llie object of which .is not in itself sufficiently defined, appears to Your 8 ent Lx P enses - 

Committee identical with the following order produced by the town clerk, Town Clerk, 1819, 

“ 21st October 1819. Warrant to Lord Viscount Gort, being the costs ApB A B -) 

“ and expenses attending the Limerick petition against the return of the 
Honourable J. P. Vereker, 800/.” The contingent expenses for 1819, 

1820 and 1821, amount to 4,424 /. 8 s, 1 d. and are stated by the cham- 
berlain to have been paid by order of council ; whilst, by the returns of the 
town clerk for those years, the orders of council have not amounted to 
1,800/. nor is the balance accounted for by the list of warrants issued 
and signed by the town clerk. In like manner the chamberlain certifies App (B.) Con tin- 
that the orders of council, in 1812, 1813, authorized an expenditure of 
1,923 /. 14s. 8£d. whilst the orders returned to Your Committee have not App (B.) town 
exceeded 264/. 19s. 9k d. So far, therefore, as the imperfect documents laid Clerk ’ s returu - 
before Your Committee enable them to judge, an inference is raised that 
considerable sums have been paid without authority ; the largest charge in 
the account under consideration, 2,002 /. 12 s. 5d. for “ sundry expenses 
“ attending the several petitions and proceedings,” appears to Your Com- 
mittee to be without sufficient explanation. If applied towards defending 
or prosecuting election petitions, or defraying expenses connected with 
such proceedings, it may be included within the observations of Your Com- 
mittee respecting the 800/. voted in 1819; this sum is stated to have 
been paid by order of council, but no such authority appears among the 
documents produced by the town clerk. Your Committee conclude their 
bbservations on this branch of the subject, by remarking, that had the ex- 
penditure of the corporation been confined to its regular charges, a sum of 
about 1,000/. per annum might have been made annually applicable to 
the public uses of the city, and might have diminished the local taxation 
one-fifth, at the least. 

The administration of these revenues is confided to an officer of the 
corporation, called the Chamberlain or Receiver. To him appears for 
some time to have been intrusted the unrestrained control of the expen- 
diture. The office has been for many years filled by the head of a noble 
family, who possesses such authority over the corporation, as enables him 
to nominate to all public offices, whether judicial or ministerial, and to 
direct all public acts whatsoever : aldermen, mayors, sheriffs, recorders, 3 , M‘M a iion, 
burgesses, freemen and justices of the peace, are all appointed by him ; App. (A.) Min. Ev. 
and it is stated in evidence, even by his political friends, that no propo- ^ Gibson’ ib. 
sition made by him is ever resisted, and no question which he opposes is 
lever carried. Your Committee are aware that no line is more difficult to 
be drawn than that which separates the fair and legitimate influence of 
station, character and property, employed for useful and honourable purposes, 
from the improper exercise of authority, which leads, when misdirected, 
to the worst consequences. Though the two principles are as opposite 
in their nature as contrary in their results, it is difficult clearly to dis- 
tinguish where the one begins and the other ends. Your Committee will 
therefore confine themselves to a plain statement of facts, leaving it to 
The House to draw from those facts its own inferences. The chamber- 
lain, as has been stated, receives all the public revenues of the corporation; 
at his suggestion, in common with all other corporate appointments, the 
members of a committee of accounts are named; of this committee so 
appointed to audit his own accounts, he is himself a member ; for though 
• 617 . C a line 
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An . Ev. a i'nB'appbars: drawn through his name.. in the committee list* no entry 
enistei >m]-tfaje corporation books of his > rfesignatipijiijor removal. Hk.plfe-i 
deccsBor, the kto Lord Gort, appears to have regularly attended the 
meetings 1 of this coUrmittee, and even to have feigned the minutes. The 
other members of this committee consist, with two exceptions* of indivk 
duals closely connected with the chamberlain himself. Two of the mem* 
hers of the committee having been delinquents and defaulters themselves, 

Mr. Parker, ib. are not -the best fitted to exercise a vigilant control- over the accounts of 
another. But even to a committee thus constituted the amount of the 
corporate income, and the receipts of the chamberlain, seem never to he 
submitted. They are called upon to sanction expenditure, and not to 
investigate receipt ; and with this most singular limitation of duty they 
do not appear to have met since the 28th June 1819, and previously to 
that time their meetings were most uncertain and irregular. 

f The chamberlain's oath of office prescribes, that “ he will do right to 
“ all manner of people, both poor and rich ; that he will truly and duly 
. “ collect the money due to the corporation, and that he will safely keep 
“ the same, and have the same always to the use and order of the said 
“ corporation, and that he will not waste the same, and that he will make 
“ true account thereof as often as he shall be thereunto required, without 
“ concealment.* The chamberlain is annually appointed with the mayor, 
sheriffs and other officers; but whilst the mayors, sheriffs, justices, town 
clerk and recorder, (except in one instance with regard to the latter), are 
invariably sworn into office, it has so happened that the important oath 
of the- chamberlain has been altogether dispensed with; the motive of 
this most extraordinary omission has not been stated to Your Committee; 
but Your Committee cannot hesitate in expressing their opinion, that the 
whole administration of the corporate revenues is liable to the most serious 
objection. 

Sui,ra * The result lias been (as has already been stated) that sums of money 

have been applied to objects of the most questionable propriety ; above 

^u6eT,Tpp E (B) 1,000 ^ h ave b een P aid f°r stamps on the admission of freemen in a 
particular interest ; 800/. have been applied in defending the represen- 
tation of the city before a select committee in 1819 ; and it seems probable 
that 2,000 Z. in subsequent years have been devoted to the same purposes; 
upwards of 7,000/. have been appropriated to law costs, chiefly incurred 
iii resisting the claims of the inhabitants to corporate franchises, claims 
on which both the courts of law and successive committees of the House 
of Commons had pronounced a decisive and a favourable opinion. How far 
such expenditure corresponds with the public uses for which the revenues 
were granted, Your Committee leave it to the House to determine. 



Mr. Park fir, 

•App. (A.) Min. Ev 



With regard to the statements in the petition of the inhabitants of the 
city of Limerick, respecting the mismanagement of some of the city 
charities. Your Committee find, from the accounts furnished by the 
chamberlain, that the allowance to the widows almshouses appears, except 
in one single and unimportant instance, to have been punctually paid. 
The town clerk admits that remonstrances have been once or twice made? 
to him, in consequence of delays in paying this charity. Respecting two 
other establishments. Hall and Craven's schools, Your Committee have 
been favoured with an immediate, clear and accurate return from the.d 
Lord Bishop of Limerick. Some account of these schools is to be found 



in the Thirteenth Report of the Irish Commissioners of Education* (re- 
printed 7th December 1819), a document which can never be alluded, to 
without feelings of gratitude and veneration for the enlightened and , 



benevolent 
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benevolent ■ individuals by whom it was framed. By the Bishop of App (B.) 
Limerick’s return it appears, that. 550/. of the personal property of 
GravCn’s' eharity are in the hands of Mr. D’Esterre, the lute recorder of 
Limerick? y the date at which this debt was contracted is not stated ; but 
if it accrued whilst that individual, as recorder, was trustee to the charity. 

Your Committee cannot but express their regret that such a misapplication 
should have been allowed to take place: 7.96/. 11s. 3d. belonging to 
Hall's charity are also in the hands of another member of the corporation 
(the chamberlain), on which an arrear of interest to the amount of 
477/. 18s. 9d. appears due; but from the very praiseworthy exertions 
made by the Bishop of Limerick in calling in these and all other sums 
due to the charities, and outstanding on private security, Your Committee 
anticipate the most beneficial results. 



Your Committee next proceed to direct the attention of the House to 
the losses to which the consolidated fund has been subjected, in consequence 
of the default of the late treasurer of the city, or collector of the grand jury Sessional Papers, 
levies. In 1811, the chamberlain of Limerick “ stated to the grand jury 1 

“ the name of Edmond Morony, esq. to fill the department of treasurer." {e i ,nntLU A PP ■ 
The accounts of this officer, nominated rather than appointed legally, having lb. N° 4. 
fallen into confusion, he was called upon by Sir William Smith, the judge 
of assize, to account before him for 10,717/- 18s. 3d. received from the 
consolidated fund, for the prosecution of public works. Vouchers to the 
extent of 6,072 /. 12 s. 9 d. only being then produced, a balance of 
4.645/. 5 s. 6d. was admitted by the treasurer to be due and un- 
provided for. Mr. Morony was continued in office notwithstanding this 
default, and was only removed after frequent, though ineffectual, attempts 
to force him to account by the judges of assize. It is to be observed, that 
the grand jury were called upon in the most solemn manner, at spring 
assizes 1820, to call this defaulter to account, or to proceed against his J. N. Russell, 
sureties. A memorial was presented to the grand jury, calling upon them A PP- Ev * 

to take some decided steps in this case, “ as they valued the fair and im- 
“ partial execution of duties confided to them, under the sacred obligation 
44 of an oath ; as they valued their duties to the government which had 
44 been defrauded, and as they were desirous of protecting the inhabitants 
44 of Limerick from the ruin which a re-assessment could not fail to occa- 
“ casion.” Notwithstanding this appeal, the grand jury neither seem to 
have obtained any account from Mr. Morony, nor to have instituted any 
suit against his sureties ; the balance continues due to the public, and the 
impoverished inhabitants are at this moment liable to re-assessment. 

Connected with this branch of the subject, it is right to notice that 
leases of the corporation lands have been made to the chamberlain, by the 
common council, of which he is not only a member, but the efficient 
director. He attended the meeting of council where these leases were 
agreed to, and signed the very resolution for a grant to himself. The 
rents reserved from these lands are stated in evidence, given on oath before p rinted Minutes 
a Select committee, to have been grossly inadequate to the real value. It Limerick Com- ’ 
is proper to add, that one of the individuals (Mr. Wallace, paymaster of 
the chamberlain’s regiment of militia), who, with two other gentlemen, man Vincent, 
fixed the rents of these lands, has appeared before Your Committee, and 
has contradicted the evidence given in 1820 ; but when the House recollects Mr - Wallace, fol. 
that this witness was in fact only confirming his own valuation, and when 99— 10 4- 
it is seen that one part of this valuation was completed without ascertaining 
the bounds of the property in question, and another, without visiting the 
premises at all, the House will decide how far it ought to set his 1 statement 
against the oath of a person of high integrity, of local experience, and 
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"hose feelings and connections yere all friendly to.tBe individual against 
whom lus testimony seemed to bear. .Bptit'the ccnthad been adequate 
to the value of the lands, Your Committee eopceive that the act, of 
a trqst^e, ^signing an agreement for a lease in his own .favour, and thus Be- 
coming at once landlord and tenant, is liable to the gravest animadversion.'. 

One of the complaints made by the inhabitants is, - that, under tlm 
influence which has swayed the councils of the corporation, improper 
appointments to the public offices have taken place. Your Committee 
are aware how painful and invidious a task it is to inquire into the moral, 
intellectual, or even the pecuniary qualifications of individuals, and they 
have entered into this branch of their inquiries with infinite' reluctance'. 
'But by referring 'to the evidence, it will be perceived that this charge is 
not without foundation; and in affirming it to a certain extent, it is 
sufficient to state, that an individual was continued as recorder, the first 
administrator ot the laws, after his discharge as an insolvent in the very 
court where he was authorized to preside ; that the removal of the same 
judge Irom office, in consequence of a punishment inflicted by the House 
of Commons, tainting his moral character, and depriving him of all claim 
on public confidence, took place only by the act of the Irish government, 
in refusing to ratify his appointment. The case of the defaulting treasurer, 
Mr. Morony, continued in office after his default, is another instance of 
abuse of trust on the part of those who exercised the right of appointing 
and of removing; an abuse of trust, productive of loss not only to the city Of 
Limerick, but to the public revenue of the state. Your Committee cannot 
.close this branch of tlieir inquiries without suggesting that the continuance of 
the same individuals in office as sheriffs, for four or five years successively, 
appears highly objectionable, and that the same principle of jealousy and 
suspicion which has by statute prohibited the recurrence of such appoint- 
ments in counties at large, may, on every reason of justice and of analogy, 
be extended to cities and towns also. It must likewise be evident, that 
the limited number of corporate justices, who are expected to perform the 
.arduous duties of magistrates in cities and towns, being in the county of 
Limerick six only, in a population of 67,000, cannot but throw the most 
serious impediments in the way of establishing ,an efficient and, vigorous 
; policq ; . By the statute law of the land, a check over many of these 
.appointments is vested in the Lord Lieutenant; and Your Committee 
- v cannot conceive any case in which the power of government can be more 
judiciously exercised, than in providing proper officers for e^ecut^ng. the 
Jaws, and thereby promoting, in the most efficient manner, the happhfess 
of the people. 



By the charters of Limerick, the freemen of the corporation 
are allowed to meet in their common court, to make bye laws and 
regulations for their internal government ; — “ Concessimus "quod ipsi in 
“ quodam loco infra civitatem prsedictam ad volantatem suam convenife 
“ et ordinationes et statuta pro commodo ejusdem civitatis stabilire 
“ ordinare.” This right seems to have been exercised in Limerick, as’ it 
now is in other great cities of Ireland. The court in which the citizeps 
meet, was called the Court of D’Oyer Hundred, and the presiding officer 
was styled the Common Speaker. One of these appointments of eommpn 
Speaker appears in the Appendix, and took place on the 3d April 1680. 
From the proceedings of that day, it appears that the form of making bye 
laws and regulations, was, that such should be proposed in the court ‘of 
common council, or select body, and confirmed by the citizens at large in 
D’Oyer hundred or general assembly. In the general assembly, alf the 
oaths were administered of corporate office or quulitication. This appotfrs 
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by the entries of 1672, of the 6 th October 1673, when the Bishop of 
Limerick was sworn free at the court of D’Oyer hundred, of the 14th Oc- 
tober l 6 ’ 72 , when the proceedings of the common council were ratified 
and confirmed by the general assembly, as also in later times by the 
secondary evidence of the contents of the suppressed books. An order R epor t , 7 6 i. Re- 
was made on the 20th August 1723, “that all leases to be made by printed 18 * 0 , p.ij. 
“ the corporation, of any lands, tenements or hereditaments, should be ileport ’ P* +• 

“ first propounded to the court of D’Oyer hundred for their assent;” and J.Geeran’s F.vi- 
from the evidence taken on oath in 1761, it is clear that the payment of de “ ce ’ lb> p ‘ 12 ‘ 
all tolls was regulated by the same authority.; that corporate elections, 
as of the members of the common council, not being the elections of lb. p. 4. 1 June 
officers, were subject to the approval and confirmation of the general assem- g 7 j 2 J^ c , 727# 
bly; that the appropriation of, and accounting for the corporate revenues, 23 June 1727 . 
were similarly governed and directed, as well as the raising of money on P- 8 - >9 May 1744 . 
mortgage of the city property. When the legislature interposed to 
prevent abuses in the elections of corporate magistrates by the freemen at 
large, the existence and duties of the court of D’Oyer hundred are re- 
cognized by a regulation, “ that no matter or thing in anywise relating to 
“ the affairs of the citty, shall be hereafter propounded or debated in the 
‘‘ court of D’Oyer hundred or general assembly of the said citty, till the 
“ same shall have first passed the common council of the said citty and 
though, under the present government of the corporation, this court does 
not seem to have been efficiently holden, yet even in the existing records 
proofs of its existence and duties remain. The restoration of such a court, Mr. Parker, 
sanctioned, as it appears to Your Committee, both by charter and usage, ^ pp 1 ^ , " ad Ev ' 
as well as by the practice in other cities and towns in Ireland, would tend ibid 
unquestionably to check the many irregularities which have been shown to 
exist in the corporation of Limerick. 

By the ancient usages of the city, the eldest sons of freemen, the sons Report , r 20 , p. 35 . 
in law of freemen, and the apprentices of freemen, are entitled as of right lb. p. 44, 45 
to the freedom of the city. One entry contained in the suppressed books 
appears in itself conclusive. The corporation, in reply to a letter from Printed Minutes, 
the lord lieutenant, Lord Clarendon, in 1686, state, “ that they never did ,820 > P- 35- 
“ refuse the freedom of the city of Limerick to such as had just title 
“ thereto by birth, service, or marriage.” Notwithstanding this and 
innumerable other entries of a more special nature, the corporation resisted 
all admissions of persons claiming their freedom ; and three judgments of 
the court of King’s Bench were obtained in 1813, after the fullest argu- 
ment, establishing, at an expense of nearly 15,000/. the three rights to the 
corporate franchise, by birth, marriage, and service. The costs of these 
suits were, as Your Committee have already remarked, paid out of the 
corporate revenues, granted solely “ for the public uses of the city.” 
Notwithstanding these adjudications by the highest legal authority, the 
evidence of which the corporation have contrived to suppress on their Mr. D'E»terre. 
hooks, lest it should be used against them, all admissions of claimants Minute* 1820 , 
continued to be pertinaciously refused, and the existence of these rights to p ' 5/ ‘ 
be denied. In 1820, a select committee re-affirmed these rights, already 
sanctioned by the unanimous judgment of the court of King's Bench. 

Even this decision did not induce the corporation to alter their course ; 
a petition of appeal was lodged, and the question has been set to rest by a 
final legislative adjudication in favour of these claims. The corporation then 
adopted a new line of proceeding ; they admitted the claims in theory, but 
interposed in practice obstacles, delays, and difficulties, which appear to 
Your Committee wholly without justification or excuse. When the mayor 
was required to bring the petitions of the claimants, and the evidence 
tendered in their support before the common council, he declined doing 
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so at the time, suggesting as his reason, “ that the 24th June was the 
uaxt charter day, when the question would be disposed of.” If it is 
considered that these petitions were presented in 1820 , and that the 
Committee appointed, to receive evidence only sat 1st November 1821 ■ 
that the evidence was closed 8th November 1821 : if it is considered' 
that the distinction suggested by the mayor, of a charter day, for the ad- 
mission of freemen was unknown to the corporation, who admitted free- 
men indiscriminately on all days of their meeting, more than one hundred 
treemeu having been admitted on the 15th February 1813, and an equal 
number on the 29th January 1817 (neither of which were charter days) : 
if it is also considered, that the death of any of the claimants, in the in- 
terval before his admission, would have deprived his family of an inhe- 
ritable franchise, Your Committee cannot but be clearly of opinion, that 
this postponement was partial and unjust. It is proved in evidence^ that 
the mayor had the power of convening a council, if he thought fit, for the 
consideration of these claims ; and it does not appear that he had even 
i plausible excuse for declining to do so. When the council was at length 
leld, which was subsequent to the investigation before Your Committee 
he petitioners admitted to the corporate franchise were those of a superior 
ank and station, whilst the apprentices of freemen, who must necessarily 
rave experienced greater difficulties in enforcing their claims, have not as 
ret been admitted to the freedom of the cily. 



Your Committee feel it their duty to call the attention of the House to 
,ome part of the evidence given by the town clerk of the corporation 
lhat officer admits, “ that by several Acts of Parliament he is bound on 
‘ legal demand, as town clerk, to give an inspection of the corporation 
books, and to furnish lists of the names of freemen admitted." He 
tdmits, “ that very frequently demands have been made upon him for 
‘ that purpose ; but that he virtually refused, by not complying with 
‘ them ; that he considered himself as a trustee for” the chamberlain, who 
advised him on those occasions, and by whose advice he generally 
‘ acted ’ “hen he virtually refused obeying the Act of Parliament, by not 
‘ complying.” On a subsequent day Mr. Parker states, in explanation 
hat he was informed by the chamberlain himself, that counsel had re- 
■ommended that this advice should be so given; but he afterwards ad 
nits the legality of the demands, which it appears, from other evidence 
vere generally disregarded by him for above seven successive years’ 

I our Committee also think it right to state, that the same officer, upon 
ieing given the usual permission to look over and correct his evidence 
lot only altered the minutes in essential points, but made his answers dia’ 
netncally opposite to what they were at first. The circumstances which 
ed the witness to alter hvs evidence deserve attention. Being asked whether 
he grand juries of Limerick were a fair representation of tile property 
md intelligence of the city of Limerick, he answered, “ I do not-’ 1 this 
mswer he afterwards changed into the contrary one of, “ Yes I do ” 
Yhen called npon subsequently to explain this circumstance’ which 
jface 3 — Mtra0Tdlnai y t0 Your Committee, the following examination took 

“ IN your examination of the 28th June, you were asked, “ Do you conceive the 
rand jury of the city of Limerick as at present cousituted, to be a faired lual 
Epresentation of the property and intelligence of the city of Limerick to which 
ou answered, I do not;” you have since altered that answer to “Yes I do-” 
\)u have made that alteration have not you ? — Yes. * ■( 

t0 the SHlfl* 



Then 
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Then how do you account for ydbr giving dn answer diametrically reverse to 
day ? — -On recollection, I thought it was a very erroneous answer, and I thought 
I was at liberty to alter it. 

Have you had any conversation with any person on the subject of that answer?— 
J have had conversation certainly. 

With whom have you had that conversation? — Lord Gort remonstrated with me 
on the absurdity of the observation I made ; he said I might let it stay as it was if 
I liked, but he recommended me to consider the circumstance, and I put down this 
hate here of the absurdity of the observation I made. It was certainly Lord Gort 
Suggested to me that it was an erroneous reply, and that it Was contrary to the fact. 

Had you any conversation prior to your examination here at any time since you 
came to town, with respect to your examination here ?— I have had many conversa- 
tions with Lord Gortj he is a very intimate friend of mine. 

Since you have been in attendance upon this Committee? — Yes, certainly. 

Have those conversations been with reference to the evidence which you were to 
give here ?— I believe we have spoken on the subject. 

Did not Lord Gort after he had seen your evidence, tell yob, “ I do not know 
how you can face the city of Limerick after having put that down? ” — Yes lie did. 

WaS not that the only remark he made to you? — Yes.” 

The same witness, when examined with reference to certain transactions 
of the common council, refused to answer, on the ground of having taken 
an oath which enjoined secrecy. How far such an oath may appear 
binding to the conscientious scruples of individuals, Your Committee do 
not pretend to judge ; but they hesitate not to declare their sense of the 
impropriety and illegality of silch an obligation, especially when applied 
to prevent the progress of inquiry before a court of competent authority. 
A different construction is put upon this oath by another witness* to whose 
evidence in the Appendix, Your Committee refer. The admissibility of 
such an oath would affect the administration of law and justice, and would 
sanction tlie most illegal associations : such an oath appears useless for any 
good purpose, though most fatal if employed to assist an improper design, 
or to cloak any improper practices. It is also worthy of observation, that 
when the evidence of this very officer, the town clerk, was required on 
behalf of the corporation, he was disfranchised by the council, in order to 
do away with any objection to his competency ; and that soon after the 
termination of the trials on which he was examined, he was restored to his 
corporate rank and office. Such a practice Your Committee consider as 
liable to the most serious objections. An action having been brought 
against the town clerk for his neglect of duty, a single juror appears to 
have differed from his eleven brethren, who were unanimous in finding 
against the corporate officer. The single individual, who, during one 
night, and part of the ensuing day, withstood the opinions of the remain- 
ing eleven, and thereby forced the parties to withdraw a juror, thus pro- 
tecting the town clerk from a penalty, was soon after presented with the 
freedom of the city, and a silver box, “ for his virtuous and upright 
“ conduct.” This person was appointed, and now is sheriff of the city of 
Limerick. 



Such are the Observations Your Committee feel it their duty to submit 
to the House, on the subjects referred to them. When the petitions 
against the corporation of Limerick were presented to the Irish Parliament 
in 1761, the House resolved “ that the interposition of the legislature was 
“ absolutely necessary for redressing the several grievances and abuses 
“ complained of, and for preventing the like in future.” Since that 
period the ancient muniments of the corporation have been suppressed or 
destroyed by the public officers bound to preserve and produce them. 
The most material questions have been decided in general terms, by the 
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courts of the highest legal authority. A special report, founded “ on the 
“ various acts of the corporation of limerick,” has been presented to the 
House of Commons. From the suppression of the corporate records, as 
•well as from the conduct of the corporation, Your Committee consider a le- 
gislative remedy to be indispensably necessary. Your Committee well know 
with how much jealousy such interpositions of the legislature are regarded ; 
but they feel confident that, on a judicial review of the whole case, when 
its importance is considered with reference to the fair assessment, and 
ultimate security of public money, to the impartial administration of the 
laws, to the respect and authority of the magistracy, to the efficiency of 
the police, and above all to the happiness of between sixty and seventy 
thousand of His Majesty’s subjects ; the legislature will feel it right to 
interfere, and put an end to the abuses on which Your Committee have felt 
it their duty to report. To restore the administration of the city to its 
original state, to enforce an open system of account for revenues appropri- 
ated to public objects, to ensure the strict application of those revenues to 
the uses for which they were destined, to give an easy and effectual remedy 
in cases of abuse, and to ensure an equal enjoyment of legal rights by all 
who are intitled to claim them ; to relieve a suffering people from severe 
and oppressive taxation, — such are the objects which Your Committee con- 
sider worthy of the attention of Parliament. They have gone minutely 
into the investigation of all the facts of the case ; they have examined all 
the witnesses brought before them ; the parties charged in the special 
report of 1820, have had a full opportunity of making their defence. 
Your Committee feel the greater confidence in presenting this Report, 
because they are satisfied that there never was a moment when Parliament 
were less disposed than at the present, to leave one single complaint from 
the people of Ireland unheard, or one grievance without redress. 



31 July 1822. 
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To the Right Honourable and Honourable the Knights, Citizens and Burgesses, 
in Parliament assembled. 

bn The PETITION of the thereunder-signed Inhabitants of the City and Liberties 
of Limerick; 

Respectfully Sheweth ; 

THAT the city of Limerick is a city by prescription, as well as by charter, en- 
joying franchises, privileges and immunities, granted and confirmed by their Majesties 
King John, King Edward the first, King Henry the fifth, Queen "Elizabeth, King 
James the first, and others, His present Majesty’s royal predecessors. 

That under these grants and charters, estates and revenues of great value, are 
vested in the whole corporate body for the public uses of the city, and for the main- 
tenance of public works', establishments and charities, and are disposable by the 
• consent of the citizens at large. 

That these revenues have been illegally diverted to other objects, and taxes 
imposed on your Petitioners to a great and oppressive extent, to make good this 
misapplication. 

That improper persons have been appointed to collect these taxes, and have been 
for years continued in office, though defaulters. 

That thereby great losses have accrued to your Petitioners, as well as to the 
public, many thousand pounds remaining due to the consolidated fund, and totally 
unprovided for, unless by a re-assessment of your Petitioners, a measure which 
would produce the utmost pressure ctf distress. 

That your Petitioners prepared a petition during the late session- of Parliament, 
which was presented to your honourable House, setting forth these and other 
grievances, to which they humbly beg leave to refer. 

That by the suppression and spoliation of the ancient corporate records, your 
Petitioners are deprived of the ordinary means of procuring redress. 

That in a Report of a Committee of the late Irish House of Commons, agreed 
to by the House itself, it is stated, that “ the interposition of Parliament was 
absolutely necessary, for redressing the abuses of the corporation of Limerick, and 
for preventing their recurrence.” 

That the continuance and magnitude of these abuses produced, in the present 
Parliament, a special Report, made to your honourable House, to which your 
Petitioners beg leave to refer. 

That your Petitioners relying on the late decisions of two Committees of your 
honourable House, did, several of them, regularly apply for the freedom of said city, 
in the different rights of birth, servitude, and marriage, and produced evidence to 
establish their several claims ; but that they have been referred to a very distant day 
for an answer, whether or not such claims will be allowed. 

That your Petitioners humbly beg leave to represent these facts to your honourable 
House, and to pray an inquiry into the same ; feeling every confidence that the 
Legislature will afford to a suffering population of nearly seventy thousand, such 
alleviation and relief as the justice of the case may. require. 

That your Petitioners beg leave to assure your honourable House, that warmly 
attached to the laws and institutions of their country, they seek not to infringe upon 
any chartered or vested right ; but that, on the contrary, they seek to restore and 
uphold, not to destroy ; and they rely on the wisdom and justice of Parliament, to 
afford them such remedy as to the House may seem expedient 

[Here follow the signatures of two hundred and fifty-eight persons.] 

617. E 
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Appendix (A.) 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE COMMITTEE. 

Luna, 3 ° die Junii, 1822 . 

THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQ. 

IN THE CHAIR. 



T HE several Petitions from the Inhabitants of Limerick, respecting their local 
Taxation, were read. 

John Mark, Esquire; Called in, and Examined. 

YOU are acquainted with the city of Limerick ? — Yes. 

How long have you resided in that city? — About twenty-seven years. 

You are a member of the Chamber of Commerce ?— -Yes. 

And have been President of it? — I have been. 

You have also acted as commissioner of St. Michael’s parish ? — I have. 

Will you have the goodness to inform the Committee how St. Michael’s parish is 
circumstanced, with reference to its own taxation ? — We obtained an Act of Par- 
liament to enable us to tax ourselves for the lighting, cleansing and watching of 
the parish. 

In whom is the power of regulating those taxes vested by that statute ? — The 
power is with the commissioners. 

How are those commissioners chosen? — Under the Act there is a certain number 
of those appointed for life, of which I am pne. A certain number go out, I think, 
every two years, and the vacancies are filled up by the parishioners. I am not 
exactly prepared to state the number. 

Are you aware what, in general terms, may be the extent of taxation assessed 
by those commissioners yearly ? — I think we assess yearly upon the parish of 
St. Michael’s, over 6,000/. I think we assess over 3,000 /. every half year. 

Is not the parish of St. Michael’s exempt from the local taxation of the grand 
juries? — Yes, it is ; by statute, except at an acreable rate. 

Were you acquainted with the parish of St. Michael’s before the passing of the 
private Bill which regulates those assessments ? — Yes, I was. 

In what state was the paving, and lighting, and police of the parish of Saint 
Michael’s, previously to the passing of that Act ? — In a most wretched state ; the 
streets were hardly passable, and any improvement that was made was done locally, 
opposite individuals own premises ; for instance, I had to make flag ways, and re- 
pair the street, when I first went to live in the parish, joining with my neighbours in 
other improvements ; but it was quite an optional kind of levy. 

In what state was the lighting? — We had no lights. 

Since the passing of that Act, have the goodness to describe to the Committee in 
what state the lighting, paving and police of St. Michael’s parish has been ? — It 
is very much improved ; we have, I believe, as good light as there is in any part 
of Dublin where gas is not used ; and I believe more lamps in the same distance 
than they have in any part of Dublin. 

Do you attribute the improvement to the supervision of the commissioners ap- 
pointed under the Bill ? — It could not have been done otherwise without we had 
the sanction of the Bill. 

The whole city of Limerick is not under the control of the commissioners of 
St. Michael’s parish, is it ? — No. 

In what state is the paving, lighting and police of the old city of Limerick, which, 
is not under the control of the commissioners? — In a very bad state ; the pavements 
are in a very wretched state in many places, and as for lights, they have not any 
thing like the number we have in the new part of Limerick, St. Michael’s parish. 

.617. The 
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The old city of Limerick is under the government of the corporation ?— Yes, 
decidedly; but I should remark, that I understand as to watching, that there are 
a few private individuals in the old town that have to subscribe themselves for 
watching. 

The Committee are to understand, that the state of the police was so defective, 
that it became necessary for private individuals to make some provision ? — 1 under- 
stand that that was the case ; my reason for knowing it is, that some who have been 
private watchmen have been recommended to our board of commissioners for em- 
ployment, as having done their duty well in the old town. 

Is the Old Town in a state of progressive improvement, or of progressive decay ?— 
Progressive decay. 

Can you inform the Committee, what system of account has been adopted by the 
commissioners of St. Michael’s parish ?— A regular account of our expenditure, which 
is published every half year for the information of the inhabitants, and they also have 
a right to inspect the books, which the commissioners leave with their secretary for 
the inspection of any inhabitant who may wish to see them. 

Is not the publication of the accounts a voluntary act on the part of the commis- 
sioners, for the satisfaction of the inhabitants ? — Certainly. 

Do you not conceive that much of the good order and satisfaction which prevails 
in the New Town, may be traced to the fair and open system of accounts which has 
been adopted by the commissioners ? —I am convinced that it gives satisfaction ; and 
when we hear any complaint at all, we listen with calmness to it, and correct it if we 
can ; we are very particular as to that. 

What do you conceive would be the effect of placing the parish of St. Michael’s 
under the care and authority of the grand juries of the city?— I never lived in the 
Old Town myself, and therefore never have been taxed by them ; but if I may hazard 
an opinion, from the way that the Old Town is managed, I should be very apprehensive 
that we should not be much better than they are, if we were under their system of 
control ; I can only judge from having seen the Old Town : I never did live in the 
Old Town. 

What is the amount of taxation to the best class of houses in the parish of Saint 
Michael’s, under the authority of the commissioners? — I think my house pays be- 
tween ten and eleven pounds a year ; but it is very likely that there are other houses 
that may go something higher. 

Does any part of the Old Town, or any other part of the liberties of Limerick, con- 
tribute towards the expenses of St Michael’s parish? — No part of the Old Town 
contributes ; but St. Michael’s parish is in the liberties of the city. 

Are you acquainted with the state of Thomond bridge? — Yes. 

Will you describe Thomond bridge? — It is a very long, narrow, inconvenient 
bridge, connecting the county of Clare with the county of Limerick. 

Is it of very great antiquity ? — It is of very great antiquity. 

Is it of very considerable public importance? — It is a bridge of very great im- 
portance, inasmuch as it is the only communication that we have for miles about 
Limerick vyith the county of Clare; there is not another nearer than O’Brien’s bridge, 
which is eight miles from Limerick. 

Is not a considerable portion of the produce of the county of Clare brought to the 
market of the city of Limerick, and disposed of there? — The chief part is. 

If any interruption to Thomond bridge took place, how could that produce be 
brought into the market of Limerick? — There would be no way of getting it but 
by means of ferries or boats, I suppose ; if it happened now, it would be necessary 
to have rafts to bring the bulky articles over, or go round by O’Brien’s bridge. 

Can you state to the Committee what is the present condition of Thomond bridge? 
— Thomond bridge is passable now ; but we are always uneasy about it, when there 
is any thing at all of a great frost and a sudden thaw. 

Do you consider it to be in a state of repair? — Not in safe repair. 

Are you acquainted with Ball’s bridge ? — I am. 

In what state is Ball’s bridge ? — Very bad. 

Do you know by what fund those two bridges have been repaired? — By the grand 
jury assessments, I suppose. 

Have you ever served upon the grand jury presentment ? — I have never taken an 
oath in a court of justice. 

Are you acquainted with many gentlemen who are accustomed to serve upon the 
grand juries of the city of Limerick?— I am. 

Are 
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Are they, generally speaking,' gentlemen connected with the corporation of the city 
of Limerick?— Entirely. 

The leading merchants in the parish of St. Michael’s are not generally accustomed 
to be placed upon the grand juries of the city ? — No, certainly not. 

Nor the leading landed proprietors of the liberties, unless connected with the cor- 
poration, are they ? — I think not. 

Do you, in point of fact, consider the grand juries of the city of Limerick to be, or 
not to be, a representation of the property and intelligence of the city of Limerick?— 

I should think not ; there are very respectable men upon the grand jury to be sure, 
but they are the favourites of the corporation, that are exclusively chosen. 

Do you conceive, such being the case, that it would be expedient to add to the 
power of taxation at present exercised by those grand juries ? — No, I should not like 
it myself. 

What would be the feeling that such a measure would excite amongst the most 
respectable inhabitants of Limerick ?— There would be a general feeling against it, 

I have no doubt, 

Are you aware of the amount of the taxation of the grand juries in Limerick ? — 
I am not. 

Can you inform the Committee what is the extent of the liberties ?— -I cannot state 
it exactly. 

[A Petition from the Inhabitants of the city of Limerick was shown 
to Mr. Mark.] 

Will you have the kindness to look at the signatures affixed to that petition ; 
are you acquainted with Major-general Burke, C.B. ? — I am. 

John Norris Russell? — Yes. 

Joseph Fisher ? — Yes. 

Reuben Harvey ? — lam. 

Are not those among the most respectable individuals ? — They are most respect- 
able names ; and I can find many others. 

It is signed by Thomas and William Roche, is it not? — Yes. 

They are the principal bankers, are they not? — I believe the exclusive and only 
bankers. 

It is signed by Mr. Kelly? — Yes. 

Is not he one of the principal merchants in the south of Ireland ? — Yes. 

In short have you any hesitation in saying, that the names subjoined to that peti- 
tion are most respectable? — They are, very generally. 

You are acquainted with the gentlemen who have served, for a considerable 
number of years back, the corporate offices of the city of Limerick? — Yes. 

Have not the same individuals been continued in office as sheriffs for many suc- 
cessive years ? — Yes, in several instances. 

Were not Mr. Brereton and Mr. Coles? — They were continued for many years. 

The present sheriff, Mr. Taylor, has been continued for some years? — Yes. 

Are you acquainted with the corporation dues charged on account of the water 
bailiff? — As well as I recollect, I think it is somewhere about 135. 4 d. or 15$. on 
each vessel. 

Have you ever known any of those funds applied to the improvement of the port, 
or the support of the quays and wharfs ? — Latterly, I think the water bailiff has 
expended some money in placing buoys over rocks just opposite the town ; and also, 
I believe he moved some stones from the quays. 

How long since ? —I think within the period of the last two years. 

Previous to that event, are you aware of any application of the funds of the water 
bailiff to public purposes ? — I do not recollect any one instance before that. 

Can you inform the Committee, in round numbers, what may be the number of 
ships which are liable to contribute 135. 4 d. or 155. each?— I suppose about seven 
or eight hundred vessels in a year. 

Are the Committee to understand, from your evidence, that that part of the city 
which is under the jurisdiction of the corporation has been daily going to decay i 
and that the New Town, under the superintendence of the commissioners, is in 
a state of improvement? — Certainly. 

You stated you never lived in the Old Town?— Never. 

Do you know any gentlemen who do reside there ?- -I know several people who 
live in the Old Town. vami* .aim 
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Appendix Do you know any gentlemen of property who reside there?— There are people of 
(A.) property living in the Old Town, although they may be considered as obscure 
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John Merit, Are they the same description of people that live in the New Town?— Not 
exactly the same. 

(3 June.) Are they any thing like it ?— They are not the same description certainly. 

The people of greatest property, and gentlemen generally, who reside in the city 
of Limerick, in what parish do they live? — I consider the city not to extend beyond 
the gates of the old walls. 

Taking the city altogether ?— In the parish of St. Michael’s generally. 

Do you not think that the whole of the mercantile part of the town reside there ? 

* — Generally. 

And all the property in the town ?— There are people of property in the Old 
Town; there are some people of very great opulence in the Old Town that carry on 
business in shops. 

How many commissioners are therein the parish of St. Michael’s ?— I am not 
able to state exactly the number. 

There are a good many of them non-residents, are there not?— There are some, not 
a great many. 

How many meetings do they hold annually ? — There is no specific number fixed ; 
when any material communications are received by the secretary, meetings are 
called. 

Are there not monthly meetings ? — There are not any fixed meetings. 

Are there not twelve meetings in a year?— I am satisfied that°there must be 
twelve meetings in a year, if not more. 

For the purpose of transacting the business of the parish ? — Yes. 

Have there ever been any complaints made to the commissioners at any time, 
against the amount and distribution of the cess?— I am not prepared to say that! 
there have been complaints from individuals who have had to pay the cess, not 
thinking they had lamps near enough to their different residences. 

Have you heard any complaints made as to the manner in which the money was 
expended? — No, I do not know that I have. 

Have you ever heard that the person who inspected and recommended the neces- 
sity of works, was the person also employed to execute those works, and was after- 
wards the person who was to survey them, and to report that those works are pro- 
perly done ? — I know that that is not the case. 

Do you know who the gentleman is who surveys the works ? — I do, Mr. Owens is 
the man. 

Does he not also contract for them ? — Certainly not 

Has there never been a complaint made that he did ? — Never. 

You are acquainted, of course, with the manner in which the corporation conduct 
every thing belonging to them in the city of Limerick? — I am not 

Have you not given an opinion upon it?— Only as to the works that have been done. 

Are you acquainted with any other corporation ? — Yes. 

Is it the custom of those corporations with which you are acquainted, to appoint 
their own officers ? — It is certainly the custom. 

Is it also the custom to appoint their own grand juries generally? — Yes I think 
it is. 



Is the city of Limerick the old town what may be termed in the interest of the 
corporation? — Yes, the corporation have a control over it. 

Is it in the interest of the corporation, politically speaking? — No, I do not think it 
is in the interest of the corporation, in a political point of view. 

Do not you believe them to be hostile to it ? — I do believe they are hostile to it. 

Have you heard that petitions were coming from those which form the different 
parishes comprising the Old Town, appealing against the unjust exemption of the 
parish of St. Michael’s, from contributing its proportion of the general expenditure? — - 
I am not aware of it. 

Do not you know that such petitions have been presented now ?— I know that 
petitions have been presented ; but I do not know from what part of the city. 

If you heard that the inhabitants of the Old Town had presented such a petition, 
should you consider that it was presented at the expense of the corporation? — I should 
consider it would be. 

Then you would consider that those persons who are hostile to the corporation 
are sufficiently under the influence of the corporation, that they could get them to 

yiussn . yn 
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do that ? — Yes, I think they wish to be relieved ; the Old Town is in a very bad 
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You said, in a former part of your examination, that if the parish of St Michael’s 
was given up to the corporation, the probability is, that it would become as bad as 
the rest of the city, and therefore no part would be benefited, and one part would be 
damaged, how then can they expect, by getting brothers in distress, to be benefited? — 
If there was an indiscriminate taxation, it would be under the control of the grand juries, 
and they would not have the control of their own taxation, as they have at present. 

What inducement do you consider would be held out to the Old Town, to induce 
them to bring forward the petitions that they have now' presented ? — I think they 
expect to have their places improved, and their present taxes lessened. 

Are not you sure that that would be the case? — I do not know. 

Do not you think the Old Town would be relieved by an equalization of the 
assessment ? — I think very likely it might. 

Are not the poorer inhabitants of the city of Limerick in the Old Town? — They are. 

Are not the wealthier in the parish of St. Michael’s? — Yes. 

Do not you think it would be a just and a proper alteration of the system, to 
transfer to the rich some part of the burthen which is now imposed on the poor ? — 
Unless there is a change in the system, I do not think that w'ould be the effect of it. 

You have stated, that you know Thomond bridge? — Yes. 

Have you looked at it with a view to ascertain whether it could be repaired ? — I do 
not think I have. 

Have you ever heard that it was inspected for the purpose of ascertaining that ? — 
I have. 

What did you hear was the result? — I think the result was, that it would be very 
doubtful. 

Did not you hear that they made a report that it could not be done? — I did. 

Do you think, under existing circumstances, that it would be a prudent thing for. 
the corporation to build a new bridge ? — I do not think it would be prudent to build 
a new bridge on the present spot. 

Any where else ? — I think it would be very prudent to build a new bridge a little 
more down the river. 

Do you mean in the New Town, in the parish of St. Michael’s ? — Yes, in the parish 
of St. Michael’s. 

Do you consider that it would be the duty of the corporation to build that bridge, 
that it should fall to the expense of the city, so far that they should levy upon the 
Old Town, in order to build that bridge in the parish of St. Michael’s?— No, I should 
think they should not levy upon the Old Town for any such purpose. 

How do you think it ought to be paid for? — Either by individual subscription* or 
by debentures. 

Are the corporation bound, out of their corporate estates, to maintain the public 
bridges ? — Those that are standing they are, and the causeway. 

You have been asked whether you are acquainted with other corporations ; are 
you acquainted with the corpoiution of Cork? — Less with Cork than I am with 
some others. 

Are you acquainted with the corporation of Waterford? — Yes. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether the usages of those corporations are 
similar to the usage of the corporation of Limerick ? — I do not think they are 
exactly similar ; I think they are more liberal in their choice of juries. 

You have been asked whether it would not be just to equalize the taxes, by laying 
a proportionate rate of assessment upon the parish of St. Michael ; do you conceive 
it would be just to cast upon the parish of St. Michael its proportion of grand 
jury taxation, without laying upon the other part of the city its proportion of the 
taxation of St. Michael’s? — Certainly not; when I said that, I meant an equaliza- 
tion of taxes. 

Have you served upon the grand jury yourself? — No, I have not; I never took 

an oath in a court of justice in my life. 

You know the gentlemen generally who have served upon the grand jury in 
Limerick ?— Yes, I do. 

Do not you know them to be generally men of respectability ?— Yes. 

And men of property ? — There are some men of property among them. 

Do you mean to state generally, that the grand jury of the city of Limerick are 
men of respectability and men of property ; or that several amongst them are men 
of respectability and men of property ? — I think the grand juries of Limerick are. 

guy. many 
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Appendix many of them, men of respectability, but there may be some exceptions, both as 
(A.) to respectability as well as property. 

— ' They are pretty nearly exclusively taken from the corporation, s f 4 h 4 ftb}hno£?^ 

John Mark, Entirely. ^bfim saw 

Esq ' Are you acquainted with the collection of toll and custom^ in Limerick ?-—Y ee . 

(3 June.) Do you recollect the time of the building of the new m a rket-house?— I do.'H 

Do you recollect any occurrences at that time with reference to the tolls and cus- 
toms of Limerick?— Yes; after the new market-house was built, there was a custom 
or toll demanded that was not usual before, and which a few individuals resisted. 

Did you make any calculation as to the amount of such custom ?— As well as 
I recollect, from the quantity exported that year, there must have been, according 
to the rate imposed, about 4,000/. 

Were any legal proceedings taken against them at that time? — Yes, I undertook 
legal proceedings against them. 

What was the result of those actions? — I laid a venue in the county of Cork ; and 
when we were going to trial, Lord Kiltarton sent for me, and proposed an accbm- 
♦niodation. 

What were the circumstances of that accommodation ? — The payment of 800/. 
for the expense of costs, and the value of the corn actually distrained from me for 
the levy. 

Do you consider that he did you justice? — He satisfied me by relinquishing the 
claim in future. 

He relinquished the claim, and remunerated you for the expense you were at ? — 
Yes. . m a r.osd 

In short you were quite satisfied by the atonement made to you? — On its being 
given up in future. 



Martis, 18 * die Junii, 1822 . 
THOMAS SPRING RICE ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



John Norris Russell, Esquire ; Called in, and Examined. 



J. N. Russell, 




(18 June.) 



YOU reside in the city of Limerick ? — I do. 

Have you resided there long? — I have resided in the city of Limerick from my 
earliest recollection. 

Are you a member of the chamber of commerce ? — I am. 

Have you acted as president of that corporation ? — I have. 

Are you a freeman of the city of Limerick ? — I am not ; but I consider myself 
entitled to the freedom of the city, from my father having been a burgess, and haying 
served the office of sheriff about forty-two years ago. 

Since you have been acquainted with the city of Limerick, have you ever known 
any courts of D’Oyer hundred or general court held for the city ?— Not within my 
memory. 

You have never heard within your memory of any leases of the corporation estates 
being submitted to the court of D’Oyer for their approval? — Never. 

Are you aware of any estates possessed by the corporation of the city of Limerick? 
— Yes, I am, for I am a tenant of some myself. 

Are those estates of any considerable extent ? — Some of them are. 

Are you acquainted with any other revenues belonging to the corporation of the 
city of Limerick? — I am. 

From whence are they derived ? — The chamber of commerce has paid, since 1809, 
1,500/. per annum for the tolls upon potatoes and grain, in order to avoid the grogs 
abuse of the power which the corporation officers had exercised previously. 

The latter part of your observation applies more particularly to the total of po- 
tatoes? — Yes, more particularly to potatoes ; but it also applies to corn. 

Since the chamber of commerce have been tenants to the corporation for tolls,, no 
toll has been demanded on potatoes? — No. 

Therefore the interposition of the chamber of commerce has relieved the citizens 
at large from the vexations and oppressions connected with that toll ? — It was to 
remove the toll upon potatoes that induced the chamber of commerce to become 

tenants 
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tenants of the tolls ; it is so declared in the resolution that they came to, when they 
made the contract with John Prendergast Smyth, esquire, the late Lord Gort, the then 
chamberlain ; this was in 1809, he was the first person with whom an agreement 
was made. 

To whom is the 1,500/. a year paid? — At present it is paid to Lord Gort. 

He is chamberlain of the corporation of the city of Limerick, is he not? — 
He is. 

Are you aware of any other source of revenue which is possessed by the corpora- 
tion of Limerick? — There are the small tolls also. 

At what sum are they let? — I do not recollect the exact sum for which they are 
let annually, and I should be very unwilling to state that which I am not sure of, but 
I think it is about 500 1 . 

On what commodities are those tolls taken? — Butter, pigs, poultry, in fact upon 
all the miscellaneous articles coming into the city, with the exception of potatoes and 
grain. 

Has the collection of those tolls been complained of ?— Yes, they have. 

Particularly the very small toll? — Yes. 

Are you acquainted with the state of the roads and bridges in the neighbourhood 
of Limerick ? — I am. 

Have you ever known those roads and bridges to be repaired at the expense of the 
corporation, and out of their funds? — Never; but I have some reason to believe 
that some expenditure has been made upon what they call the long pavement, in the 
county of Clare side; I have heard, that occasionally some repairs of that kind have 
been done, but in no other instance whatever, neither bridges nor roads. 

[The following Extract “ from the Report of the Committee appointed to examine 
into the matters contained in the Petition of John O’Donnell, of the city of 
Limerick, freeman, and others; and also the matter of the Petition of John 
Bouchier, and others, freeholders of the County of Clare, 1761,” was 
read: — 

“ Resolved, — 

“ 1st. That it appears to this committee, that the estate and revenues of the 
corporation of the city of Limerick, are vested in the whole corporate body for the 
public uses of the city. 

“ 2d. That it appears to this committee, that an order was made by the said 
corporation on the twentieth day of August, one thousand seven hundred and twenty- 
eight, that all leases to be made by the corporation of any lands, tenements or 
hereditaments belonging to them, should be first proposed to the court of Doyer 
hundred for their assent thereto, before such leases should be perfected, and that 
the said order still remains unrepealed. 

“ 3d. That it appears to this committee, from the books and accounts of the 
said corporation, that the mayor and common council of the said city have, for 
several years past, taken upon themselves to dispose of the whole revenues of the 
said corporation, and the greatest part thereof amongst a few members of the said 
council, without the approbation of the said court of D’Oyer hundred. 

“ 4th. That it appears to this committee, that the mayor and common council 
of the said city have taken upon them to demise the greatest part of the estate of the 
said corporation to some members of the said common council, for 999 years, and 
to other members of the said council, for ever, at trifling rents. 

" 5th. That it appears to this committee, from the books and accounts of the said 
corporation, that the mayor and common council of the said city have for several 
years past misapplied and wasted the greater part of the revenues of the said 
city.”] 

In what manner is the common council of the city of Limerick constituted ? — We 
know of no form of election. 

Are not they the governing body ? — They ought to be the governing body, but 
I really do not know of any governing body in Limerick but one. 

Explain to the committee what you mean by that answer ? — As to the court of 
common council, I am perfectly ignorant of their mode of transacting business. 

Are you aware in what maner they are-elected ? — No, I am not. 

Are you aware what power they exercise ? — They exercise the power of electing 
public officers, as I have been given to understand, and of the setting the tolls. 
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They appoint the mayor, sheriff, recorder, and other public officers P— Yes. 

^ They appoint the members of their own body to those offices, do they not?-— 

Do they fix the amount of the tolls ? — They have not been varied since the 
year 1809. 

Are the officers of the corporation appointed freely from among the inhabitants, 
or m what other way ? — Certainly not from among the inhabitants in general. 

How are they appointed ; of what description or class of persons ?— Chiefly from 
among one family, or from among the immediate dependents or friends of that 
tamily. 

Are the same individuals continued for many years in different offices ?— Yes • the 
office of mayor has been held two years successively, and the office of sheriff has 
been held five or six years. 

Do you recollect Mr. Frederick Lloyd being mayor ?_Yes, when I was a school- 
boy. 

Did he serve that office for more than one year ? Yes, I have reason to believe 
he did. 

What relation is he to the chamberlain ?— Brother-in-law. 

Do you remember Mr. Henry D’Esterrc being recorder ?— Yes. 

He was recorder for several years Yes, since the death of Mr. George Smith. 

What relation was he to the chamberlain ?— Brother-in-law. 

The office of recorder is that of first judge in the place, is it not ? — Of the Tholsel 
court. 

Are you aware that an individual formerly presiding as first judge of the Tholsel 
Iknow'it ^ ° lty ° f I ‘‘ merick ’ was ‘•■“barged as an insolvent ’—Certainly, 

Are you aware, that for several years subsequent to his discharge as an insolvent 
he was continued by the corporation as the first judge of that court?— He was con- 
tinued for some years, nil a report of the House of Commons occasioned his 
dismissal. 



For how many years was he so continued ?— The number of years I cannot tell 
fortunately, as he was not a debtor of mine, so that I have nothing to impress it upon 
my memory. or r 

Do you recollect the mayoralty of Mr. John Vereker ?— Yes. 

He was mayor for several successive years, was he not ?— Yes. 

He is weigh master also, is he not?— He has the butter weigh house. 

What is that situation supposed to be worth per annum ? — It is supposed to be 
worth more than 800/. a year. 

Who is the present mayor ?— The present mayor is Mr. Thomas Ormsby. 

What relation is he to the chamberlain ?— Nephew. 

Are those emoluments arising from the butter weigh house paid by the corporation, 
maita ?_I a rote levled accordln g to ‘he quantum of butter brought into the 

tainly 611 S ° ^ th ° Se constitute a charge upon the sale of the butter r— Cer- 

Do you recollect Mr. Thomas Westropp being sheriff?— Yes. 

He was sheriff for some years, was he not ? — Several 

What relation wa, he to the Chamberlain ?_IJe wai brother in law ; the cham. 
berlam had been married to his sister. 

Do you recollect Mr.Brereton being sheriff?— Yes. 

He was sheriff also for several years, was he not ?— Yes, he was 
Did he preside at several contested elections ?— Yes. 

Was he any relation to the chamberlain ?— Yes. 

What ? — He was brother-in-law. 

I bdtetZ 7 three te ^ deCti °" S “ ‘‘ e ™ ««*ly certain, bn. 

Is the Committee to conclude, that in point of feet the appointments to all the 
corporate offices are made from a peculiar family, and for the benefit of a particular 
party e — Almost all situations of emolument are so disposed of. 

In what manner are the grand juries of the city of Limerick appointed Bv the 
sheriff, I understand ; they ought to be at least. y 

Do the grand juries in' general constitute an equal representation of the propertv 
of the city of Limerick ? — Certainly not of the property. V * 

Of 
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Of what description of individuals are they constituted ? — The immediate friends Appendix 
of the chamberlain. oaoriJ o) ybod n wo UQffr lo ffiodatsm odi imdqqfi yodT (Ai) 

Are they chiefly members of the corporation? — Yes. v ->✓ 

Is the Committee to understand, that the grand juries are, generally speaking, J - Ru^eli, 
composed of members of the corporation ?— A considerable number are burgesses and Es ?' 
aldermen. (18 June.) 

Any of the freemen ?— As to that I cannot say I have thought sometimes that all 
of them were not freemen. 



Generally speaking, you have reason to suppose they are members and friends of 
the corporation ? — Yes. 

The grand juries of the city of Limerick impose local taxation to a very con- 
siderable extent, do they not? — Yes, they do. 

What is the amount per acre, on an average, which is imposed by the grand 
juries ? — As to the average amount I cannot say accurately ; about six shillings an 
acre I would call it; that I think is about the average I have paid; 2 s. 10 d. and 
3 s. 10 d. half yearly cess; so that if I call it 65. the average, I shall not be far 
from the truth. 

Those taxes are applied to the repair of the roads, the maintenance of bridges, 
and the establishment of public works, are they not ? — A necessary proportion of 
them are. 

Do not many individuals of property and consideration, merchants and others, 
reside in the city of Limerick ? — -A very considerable number. 

Are the grand juries selected from among those individuals? — No, some of them 
may be selected from among that number occasionally, but not speaking generally. 

Are the members of the city on the grand jury? — No, the only member who 
offered his services was refused, and they gave me a reason for it. 

What reason was given to you ?— That it would hurt the feelings of some of the 
gentlemen who usually compose the grand jury, was the answer one of the sheriffs 
gave to me. 

Are you aware in what manner the taxes imposed by the grand jury are collected ? 
— They are collected by the treasurer. 



[The following return of the appointment of Edmond Morouy, esquire, late 
treasurer of the city of Limerick, as entered in the book of the grand jury 
at Spring assizes 1811, was directed by the chairman to be read :] 

“ It having been announced that Thomas Westropp, esquire, the late treasurer, 
has resigned that office, the Right honourable Colonel Charles Vereker stated to the 
grand jury the name of Edmond Morony, esquire, to fill that department, to which 
he is duly appointed, giving the usual security for his performance of the duties of 
the situation, viz. himself in 2,000/. and two sureties in 1,000/. each. 

(A true copy.) “ Edward Parker , Clk. Crown.” 



Are you aware of any default incurred by Mr. Morony, the treasurer so 
appointed ? — Oh ! certainly. 

There was a deficiency of the funds intrusted to him, was there not? — Certainly 
there was. 

Was the officer continued in office after such deficiency had been incurred ? — He 
was continued in office after I had shown there must have been considerable 
deficiencies. 

Are the Committee to believe you were active in bringing that subject before the 
judges of the assize ? — I was the sole person who did it. 

Will you have the kindness to produce the order of the judge at the court of assize 
in 1818? — It is as follows: “ Order of court by the judge of assize, at Summer 
assizes 1818. Ordered, That the treasurer do produce receipts, or show insolvencies 
that shall cover and account for the sum of 7,500/. which it is to be presumed 
have been raised upon the county of the city of Limerick, being part of a present- 
ment for 7,711/. 1 8s. 2 d. granted by presentment for the new gaol, and also for 
the sum of 3,217/. 185. 3 d. part of a presentment of 4,290/. us. \od. granted 
for the Tipperary road.” (The copy, as above, is taken from the manuscript of 
the honourable judge.) (Signed) “ D. F. G. Mabony, secretary.’ 

Mr. Baron Smith gave this order, on my showing that a large sum was unac- 
counted for, and it is a copy from his notes. 
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It appearing, by this account, that the sum of . 2,5001. was due to the collector of 
the excise on account of the new gaol, and 2,145!- doe on account of the new road- 
are you aware whether any part of that sum has been paid to the public since that 
period ?— I am not certain whether, since that time, some portion may not have been 
paid, but there is at present a very large sum due from that treasurer, and which is 
hanging over the city and liberties of Limerick at the present time. 

Are you aware of any further proceedings at the Spring assizes in 1820?— 
I brought the same question before the court at the ensuing assizes, and the court 
then made an order at my instance, being an order that the treasurer should account 
upon oath. 

Has he so done ? — No, he has not. 

[The following order was delivered in , and read 1 ] 

“ 0rder of court ma(le b y the judge of assize, at Spring assizes 1820. March 
20th, 1 820 : Order by the court, That Edmond Morony, late treasurer of the county 
of the city of Limerick, do account, upon oath, on the first day of the next assizes, 
for all sums received by him, on the foot of the several presentments made by the 
grandjury of the county of the city of Limerick, to reimburse the government for the 
sums advanced by them to make the new Tipperary road, and the new city gaol ; 
and that he do attend on the said first day of the assizes with all books of accounts,* 
and other documents relative to said presentments, and the levying thereof. 

“ Ordered, That the present treasurer, William Lloyd, do also attend on the said 
first day of the next assizes, in order to account in such manner as the court shall 
then direct respecting the said presentments. 

“ Ordered, That the secretary to the grand jury do furnish the court, on the 
same day, with the security or securities, if any, entered into by Mr. Morony the 
late treasurer, for his accounting as treasurer aforesaid. 

(A true copy.) “ Edward Parker, Clk. Crown.” 

At the Spring assizes he was ordered to account at the Summer assizes ? — Yes. 

What occurred at the Summer assizes ? — He appeared at the Summer assizes by 
counsel, and alleged that the court had no jurisdiction. 

Are you aware of any application made by government to re-assess the amount of 
the deficiency upon the liberty ? — I am. 

That created a very great alarm, did it not? — Yes, the judge stopped all pre- 
sentments for the repairs of the roads at one assizes, in consequence of their refusing 
to present that money due to government. 

In the present state of the city and liberties of Limerick, would it be practicable 
to re-assess the sum of 4,000 1 . : — It would be attended with tremendous distress ; it 
would amount to half-a-guinea an acre, which in these times of general distress, 
together with other taxes, would render it next to an impracticability to collect it 
in many cases. 

Are you aware of any memorial that was laid before the city grand jury, at the 
Summer assizes 1820, praying the grandjury to compel the treasurer to account? — 
Yes, the paper I hold in my hand. 

That is a copy of the memorial ? — Yes. 

Signed by an honourable member of the Committee ?— Yes ; and also, I have 
reason to believe, by myself, among others. 

[It was delivered in, and read, as follows:] 
u To the Grand Jury of the city of Limerick. 

“ The Memorial of the undersigned freemen, landholders and others, interested 
in the taxation of the city and liberties of Limerick. 

“ Sheweth, 

That your memorialists beg leave to submit to the grand jury of the city of 
Limerick, the extreme importance of the investigation of tine late city treasurer’s 
accounts. 

That your memorialists have reason to think and do believe, that a very large 
balance remains due to the public, and that no adequate provision is made for the 
discharge of the same. 

That your memorialists have reason to think, and do believe, that considerable 
advances have been made by His Majesty’s government for Ireland, under the Gaol 
Acts, Mail Coach Road Acts, as well as for the expenses of the Insurrection Act : 

That 
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That' your memorialists have reason to think and do believe, that suelfMvahces 
remain unsatisfied, although levies have been imposed and collected' by ‘the 1 said 
treasurer, and ought to have been handed over by him to the officer authorized to 
receive them. xj sertoa jfldl aonia t T»£ 

“ That your memorialists, with great deference, suggest to the grand jury the 
extreme importance and immediate necessity of requiring from the said treasurer, 
a fhlt and true account of all sums received and paid by him, and of what insol- 
vencies remain outstanding (if any such exist). 

“ That an order was made by the Honourable Mr. Justice Jebb, at Spring assizes 
1820, requiring the attendance of the said Treasurer at the present time, with' his 
accounts, and also requiring the production of any securities passed by him for the 
performance of the duties of his office. 

“ That by the condition of a recognizance entered into by the said treasurer, 
Edward Morony, and by William Norris and by Robert Betscoe, the said Edward 
Mo'rriny hinds himself at all times justly and fairly to account for the sums received 
by him as treasurer. 

“ That in pursuance of the said order of Mr. Justice Jebb, the said Morony is 
now in attendance on the court ; and that your memorialists beg leave to represent, 
that the grand jury have it in their power to call him, and obtain from him a fair 
account; or in case it is refused, to proceed for the breach of conditions against 
Morony and his sureties. 

“ That by another condition in the said recognizance, Edward Morony is bound 
to deliver over to the present treasurer, “ all books, papers, affidavits and accounts” 
kept by him as treasurer. 

“ That the grand jury may call upon Edward Morony to perform this condition 
also ; or in default thereof, legal proceedings may be immediately instituted against 
said Morony and his sureties. 

“ That the memorialists call upon the grand jury, as they value the fair and 
correct administration of the public trusts committed to their charge, under the sacred 
obligation of an oath; as they value their duties to the government who have been 
defrauded of the sums advanced for public works ; as they wish to protect the im- 
poverished inhabitants of the liberties from the utter ruin which a re-assessment 
must occasion ; as they value all these high and important considerations, your 
memorialists call upon the grand jury to lose not a moment in bringing this investi- 
gation to a final and satisfactory close. 

“ Signed by R. Fitzgibbon, M.P.; Colonel Richard Bourke, C.B. ; and many 
other landholders.” 

Are you aware, that in consequence of that memorial, the grand jury did compel 
the treasurer to give in an account of the public fnoney ? — Never, from that day to 
the present ; at the last assizes I directed the attention of the court to the question, 
and it never has been done. 

The old town of Limerick is subject to the jurisdiction of the grand jury, is it not? 
Yes, it is. 

The New Town, or the parish of St. Michael, is exempt, is it not ?— Yes, as to the 
levy. 

At what time was the exemption of the New Town effected, and how was it 
accomplished? — By the obtaining of an Act of Parliament for lighting, paving and 
watching it. 

What is the date of that Act of Parliament? — I do not at present recollect the 
date of it. 

What was the state of the New Town as to paving, lighting and watching, before 
that Act was obtained? — It was little more than a high road, a rus in urbe, I may 
?ay, without any pavement ; it is now in an admirable state, well lighted, well watched, 
and well cleansed. 

By whom are the duties of the Act performed in the New Town? — By a board of 
comqussioners. 

How are they appointed ?—The vacancies are filled from the inhabitants by 
ballot 

, What system of account has there been devised ? — For some years past, and I be- 
lieve almost from the very commencement, in consequence of a complaint being made 
that accounts were not furnished, they have uniformly since published a yearly report, 
and called upon every person who chose to examine into the accounts. 
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Then the Committee are to understand, that the police in the new town of Lime- 
rfek is correctly administered, and the system of account is open and fair?— Yes 
I think so. 

What is the state of the Old Town? — It is wretched in the extreme. 

Who is it that directs the police, paving and lighting of the Old Town?— The 
grand juries ; two of the streets, after a great deal of difficulty, have been lately 
repaired, which if they had not done, in a short time they would have become 
impassable ; for a number of years they had not given a single presentment for the 
repairs of them. 

What effect should you anticipate from any alteration of the law which would place 
the new town of Limerick under the jurisdiction of the city grand juries? — From the 
great abuse which we, holding property in the New Town, are aware of their havin* 
shown m the power they possessed, we felt great alarm at an increase of their 
authority, by any alteration of the Act. 

The Committee then are to understand, that the state of the Old Town, under 
the administration of the corporation, is one of extreme ruin and decay ; and the 
New Town, under the control of the commissioners, is one of rapid and progressive 
improvement r In fact the New Town has been created by the abuse of power in 
the Old Town, the respectable inhabitants have been driven from it. 

How are the magistrates appointed in the city of Limerick?— They are appointed 
by the common council. 

Of how many do they consist? — Five, including the four charter justices. 

Do you think that that number is sufficient for the preservation of the peace of the 
county of the city ?— Certainly not. 

And the preceding observations which you have made with respect to the ap- 
pointment of other corporate officers, apply also to the appointment of the justices? 
— Certainly. 

Are you aware of the present state ofThomond bridge?— I am. 

What is the state of that bridge? — In some respects the piers are good, but the 
arches are in a state of considerable dilapidation. 

Is not that bridge of great importance with respect to the communication with 
that part of the country?— If any thing happened to it the communication on that 
side of the country would be cut off. 

Are you at all acquainted with the state of Baals bridge ?— It is in a very bad state ; 
there is a hole in one of its arches that would almost admit of a carriage going through 
it; it is in a most ruinous state ; I thought it would be carried away the last winter. 

Have you heard of any complaints which have been made against the magistrates 
m respect of charges? — Very many ; it is a kind of trade which is carried on and is 
a subject of very serious complaint. 

Do you recollect any outrage that was committed upon certain fishermen on the 
upper waters of the Shannon? — Yes; I remember the fishermen going to draw 
their nets on a part of the Shannon towards the salmon weir, and that they were 
fired at by the watchmen placed to protect the salmon weir, and one of them was 
wounded in the temple by a ball. 

What then occurred:' The fishermen attacked the watchmen, and took away 
their arms, and gave them up to the commanding officer of the garrison. 

Are you aware that that was a contested right?- — I am aware that it was a con- 
tested right, and that we offered to draw a net there at noon day, and to let the right 
be decided by a court of law. h 

Was that proposal acquiesced in? — No, it was refused. 

And the mode of protecting the fishery was by firing upon the fishermen, when in 
the exercise of their trade?— Yes. 



• Allowed upon that? — Bills of indictment were brought before the grand 

jury, both by the fishermen, and by the watchmen, whose arms were taken away, 
and the grand jury threw out the fishermen's bills, and found the others, and the 
men were tned and acquitted. 

Are you aware of any subsequent transactions with regard to the fishermen?— 
Alter that, the proprietors of the fishery, lessees of the corporation, applied to the 
commanding officer for a military parly to protect the fishery, in consequence of 
w ich I waited upon the general officer, the commander of the garrison, and stated 
i° ,n V that It 1 was purely a civil right, and we were ready to meet it in a court of 
law; the result was, he refused to grant the military aid. 

Has the right been enjoyed since? — The right has been enjoyed since by the 
public at large undisturbed, they not choosing to try the question at law. 



[The 
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[The following extract, from the report of the Select Committee, in the appeal 
case of Limerick, in the year 1821, was read :] 

“ That the eldest sons of freemen, and persons who have married the daughters 
of freemen, and persons who have served seven years apprenticeship to freemen of 
the said city, are entitled to the freedom of the said city, and to vote at the elections 
for the same.” 



Appendix 




J. If. KusseK, 
Es/f. 



(18 June,) 



Who are entitled to the freedom of the corporation of the city of Limerick by 
right ? — The eldest sons of freemen, the apprentices of freemen, and persons mar- 
ried to the daughters of freemen, which has been decided by the late decisions in 
tire House of Commons, and by repeated judgments in courts of law. 

Are you aware of the application of any person so entitled having been made to 
the corporation of the city of Limerick ? — Repeatedly ; I have done it myself. 

Have you made such applications since the decision of the House of Commons in 
1821? — I have. 

To whom did you apply? — To the mayor. 

Did you apply by petition ? — I did. 

Have you known of other individuals so applying? — I have. 

How long is it since you applied ? — I think my last application was in the month 
of January, this year. 

When was the first application you made after the decision of the House of 
Commons ? — I do not exactly recollect the date. 

In what year ? — Last year ; I should rather think, from the circumstance of it 
being about the time my son left London, it must have been in the month of 
September — September or October. 

Was any person present at the time when that application was made? — Several 
persons were present ; the chairman of the committee was one of them. 

Were you admitted to the freedom of Limerick in consequence of that applica- 
tion ? — I was not. 

Did you offer evidence of being the son of a burgess ? — I required them to pro- 
duce the council books, to show that my father had formerly served the office of 
sheriff, and they refused ; that circumstance having happened forty-two years ago, 
I said, that owing to the length of time which had elapsed, it would be difficult ^at 
the moment to procure any person living to establish that fact. 

Were you ultimately admitted ? — I was not. 

Have you subsequently applied? — I have. 

More than once ? — More than once. 

Can you give the Committee the particulars of any of those applications ? — The 
last application I made was the latter end of January, or very early in the month of 
February last ; I hold in my hand a letter that was directed to me by the present 
chief magistrate, under his seal, purporting to be an answer to my application ; this 
letter was addressed to a variety of persons, who with me demanded their freedom, 
as of right. 

Will you have the goodness to state to the Committee, the names of any of those 
individuals ? — They are as follows : J. N. Russell, esquire, Mr. James O’Sullivan, 
John Boyce, esquire, Mr. Thomas G. Bodkin, Mr. Thomas Locke, James M°Mahon, 
esquire, Mr. William Glover, Mr. Thomas Quin, Mr. William Franklin, Mr. James 
Bodkin • I think there were more, but these are the names of those I have with me. 

Mr. James M ‘Mahon is the son of a burgess of the city of Limerick, is he not? — 
I remember his father serving the office of sheriff. 

Did his father accompany him when he went to make this demand ? — He did. 

Did they allege any reason for refusing to admit you ? — The mayor refused to 
give an answer ; he said he could give no answer till he considered of it ; I waited 
upon the chief magistrate, the mayor, with a number of these claimants, and pre- 
sented my petition, and requested an answer as to the application I made for my 
freedom ; each gentleman made the same request. 

Did you tender any legal fees ? — As much money as they pleased in His Majesty’s 
currency. 

What answer was made to that offer? — He told us that he would consider of it, 
and give an answer in a day or two, or a few days, that he would let us know when 
he could give us an answer; some little difference took place between the chief ma- 
gistrate and one of the gentlemen making application, which gave rise to a few hasty 
and angry expressions on both sides, but without any intention of giving personal 
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,(l8 June.) 



offence; we then separated, and after a lapse of two or three days, I received this 
letter, which I hold in my hand, which was given to me by the mayor’s serjeant, 
under the mayor’s seal. 

[The letter was delivered in, and read, as follow:} 

“ Gentlemen, “ Limerick, Feb. 4th, i$22. 

“ I have received' your petition, in which you require me to call a council for the 
purpose of determining upon your admission as freemen of this city. In answer to 
which, I beg to state, that my predecessor in office, upon receiving your original 
petitions, claiming the freedom in your respective rights, laid them before the council, 
who appointed a committee to investigate your several claims, and also of such 
others as might conceive themselves entitled, with directions to report to the council 
the result of such investigation, which council will be held on the first Monday after 
the 24th June, being the next charter day, when the committee will of course make 
their report, and such persons as shall have proved the allegations contained in their 
petitions, will, I presume, be entered upon the books as freemen, in their respective 
rights. 

“ I cannot forbear from commenting on the impropriety of the menacing manner 
and contumacious language made use of to me in my office, by some of your party, 
and their demand of an immediate answer to your petition, when I stated, that 
I should take a day or two to consider the subject of it. However you may differ 
from me in the choice of a representative, this is a moment when the magistracy 
should be upheld by every well wisher to the constitution. I have the honor to be, 

“ Gentlemen, 

“ Your most obedient humble servant, 

“ T/icf Ormsby, 

“ Mayor of Limerick.” 



Witness . — They say that the charter day on which they hold their council is thq 
first Monday after the 24th of June, so that I presume, if I were to make an ap- 
plication early in July, I should be put off till the 24th of June following, before 
I could know whether I could be admitted or not. ° 

Was there any thing in the conduct of the applicants calculated to bring the 
character of the magistracy into contempt? — No; on the contrary, I stated that we 
entertained the highest respect for the office, and, as far as lay in our power, would 
uphold its dignity. 

Have you known any instances of admissions of the friends of the corporation to 
the freedom of the city of Limerick, without any difficulty or objection being made? — 
Yes, I have known a case, where a relative of mine was informed, that if he would 
write a letter, and bind himself to vote for a certain family,, he would be admitted 
immediately; I scarcely need add, that such a communication was treated with 
contempt. 

The Committee understand that you are a freeman of the city of Cork?-r 
I am. 

Can you state the mode in which persons are admitted, who claim by ri<*ht, as 
sons of freemen, in the city of Cork ?— It is done by making application °to ’the 
chief magistrate, and satisfying him of the right, and the party is sworn in as matter 
of course. 

Does it not go to the council before the oath is administered?— I cannot take upon 
myself to say, but I know it was done very quickly. 

There is no difficulty, in short, in the admission of persons claiming their right?- 
No, there is no difficulty; when the right is made out to the satisfaction of the ma- 
gistrate, he gets it as matter of course. 

He is admitted by the mayor, but the petition is referred to the council, is it not? 
—It may be so ; I have known, at late elections in the city of Cork, persons of dif- 
ferent political opinions receiving their freedom with equal facility. 

Are you acquainted with any fees which are paid on account of the water bailiff 
of the city of Limerick ? — I am. 

What are those fees? — Upon each vessel that anchors either in the pool at 
Limerick, or at the quays, a demand is made of fourteen shillings ; as well as my 
recollection will carry me, the entire total of the fee for the various rates is fourteen 
shillings ; and if she comes in ballast, two-pence a ton for every ton she has on 
board, that is paid to the water bailiff. 

siTT] ,1 ,-.^ho 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



ON PETITIONS RELATING TO LIMERICK TAXATION.. 33 

Who is he ? — Ralph Westropp, esquire. 

Is he any relation to the chamberlain ? — He is a brother-in-law to the chamberlain. 

Is he a member of the corporation? — He is an alderman. \ 

Are you aware of the appropriation of any part of the water bailiff’s fees to the 
maintenance of the quays and to the improvement of the port? — Within the last few 
years there has been a small appropriation, in consequence of the application of the 
merchants; he has laid down some mooring buoys, and removed some stones from 
a shoal bank, but that has been done within a very short time. 

Are you aware of the amount of his emoluments ?— I never have been able to 
make an accurate estimate of what they are, but I should think six or seven hundred 
pounds a year ; I should suppose it was fully that. 

Are there any other points on which you can give information to the Committee ? — 
There are various other situations held in Limerick, there is the hide and skin 
crane. 

Who performs the duties of that office ?— The office is held by Mrs. Ormsby. 

Who is she ? — She is sister to the chamberlain. 

What are the duties of that office, and how are they performed ? — She does it by 
deputy ; it is the weighing and examining all the skins that come into the market. 

Are there any fees connected with that office ? — Oh, yes ; those duties are never 
done for nothing, they are not done without being paid for. 

Have you at several times made attempts to stop improper applications of public 
money assessed by the grand jury ? — Very frequently ; my attention has been par- 
ticularly directed to the subject within the last few years, in consequence of the 
great defalcation of the then treasurer. 

Have you applied to the grand jury on the subject? — To the grand jury themselves 
I have no access ; but through the medium of some of the members with whom I am 
acquainted, and to whom I recommended the subject to their most serious conside- 
ration ; my attention subsequently has been only directed to the subject through 
the medium of the hurried reading over of the presentments in open court. 

Do you bear in recollection any circumstances connected with a presentment for 
defraying election expenses ? — Perfectly ; most perfectly. 

Will you have the goodness to detail them to the Committee ?— -The first present- 
ment I think was at the Spring assizes ; I am not certain whether Spring or Summer, 
but it was immediately after the last election for Limerick ; there was a presentment 
put in by the sheriff for the sum of about seven or eight hundred pounds, being the 
expenses presumed to have been incurred by him in conducting the late election.;. 

Was that sum granted by the grand jury? — It was not; it was very much re- 
duced, and several of the grand jury requested me to have that presentment further 
traversed, inasmuch as they could not get them to reduce it so much as they con- 
ceived it ought to be reduced. 

Was that presentment in consequence traversed? — Yes; and a jury was im- 
pannelled and the question tried, and it was reduced about a hundred and fifty 
pounds. 

What occurred respecting it at the subsequent assizes ? — To my great surprize at 
the next assizes, I found a presentment was introduced, by the grand jury, for . the 
same amount which they themselves had cut off at the former assizes, the grand 
jury being composed, I believe, of nearly the same men they wanted to re-present it ; 
and at my instance, the present Baron Pennefather, who presided in court, sus- 
pended it. 

Was it the same grand jury ? — Nearly the same. 

In consequence of that application, was the presentment allowed by the court ? — 
The court entertained the same opinion as myself, that it ought to be nilled, but it 
was suspended by the court until the next assizes. 

\\ hat occurred then ?* — It was re-presented by the next grand jury, and it was 
again held over by the court until the opinion of the twelve judges were taken upon 
it; this was done by Sir William Smith ; the twelve judges decided it was an illegal 
presentment ; they decided it unanimously ; that presentment would have passed 
only for me. 
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[The following extracts were read from the minutes of evidence taken 
before the Select Committee on the Limerick Election Petition, the 23d June 
1820.] 

“ Wednesday the octave of the Purification of the Btessed Virgin Mary, the 
1 oth day of February 1 796. 

The King, at the relation j “ Mr. Sankey and another, counsel for the relator, 
of William Hogg, against j- moves, that Thomas Gabbet, esquire, mayor of Lime- 
Arthur D’Esterre. J rick, John Prendergast Smyth, esquire, chamberlain of 
said city, and Edward Parker, esquire, town clerk of said city, or whichever of 
them have in his or their possessioh all the books of said corporation, may bring in 
and deposit said books in the clerk of the crown’s office of this court forthwith ; and 
that prosecutor, his agent arid Counsel, may have liberty to inspect the same ; where- 
upon, and on hearing Mr. Grady, counsel for defendant, it is ordered, that the motion 
be granted as is doited. 

“ H. Dwyer. “ By the court, 

“ Walter Bourne , D. Clk. Crown.” 

“ Wednesday next after three Weeks from the Holy Trinity, the 5th day of 
July 1797. 

“ The King, at the relation of! “ It is ordered by the court, upon reading the 
William Hogg, against Arthur!- consent entered into and signed by William 
Henry D’Esterre, gent. j Furlong, attorney for the defendant, and Henry 
Dwyer, attorney for the relator, William Hogg, that the corporation books deposited 
with the officer of this court, be forthwith delivered to John Prendergast Smyth, 
esquire, chamberlain of the city of Limerick, upon said Smyth’s giving the usual 
receipt for the same. 

“ By the court, 

“ Walter Bourne, D. Clerk Crown.” 

“ Wm. Furlong, attorney for defendant, 

“ Henry Dwyer, attorney for relator.” 

“ Gopy of the original receipt remaining on record in the Crown Office of King’s 
Bench, 21st June 1820. Walter Bourne, D. Clk. Grown. 

“ Received from the clerk of the Crown, the following books belonging to the cor- 
poration of the city of Limerick, fiz. five common council books, which were -depo- 
sited with the clerk of the crown, pursuant to order in the cause of The King, at the 
relation of Hogg against Arthur Henry D’Esterre ; received same pursuant to order 
or consent in said cause. Dated the 25th day of July 1 797. 

“ J. Prendergast Smyth, Chamberlain.’’ 

“ Present W. F urlong, attorney for the 
defendant in said cause.” 

“ Saturday next after one month from the feast of Easter, the 22d May 1813. 

“ The King, at the prosecution of Lord Glentworth v. the Mayor, Sheriffs and 
Citizens of the City of Limerick. 

“ The King, at the prosecution of John Tuthill, esq. v. Same. 

“ The King, at the prosecution of James O’Sullivan v. Same. 

“ Upon motion of Mr. Grady, counsel for the defendants, and on reading the 
affidavit, of Matthew Barrington, gent, the orders of the 10th of February 1796, 
and 5th July 1797, the consent of 30th June 1797, the receipt of Lord Kiltarton 
for certain books of the corporation of the city of Limerick, it is ordered by the 
court, that the five books belonging to the said corporation, mentioned in the said 
receipt, be forthwith brought in and deposited with the clerk of the crown of this 
court, by the said Lord Kiltarton ; that the said Lord Kiltarton do show cause to 
the contrary in six days after service of this order. 

“ Boyce and Barrington. “ By the court, 

“ IV. Bourne, Deputy Clerk.’ 1 
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“ King’s Bench. 

“ The King, at the prosecution of Lord Glentworth, against the Mayor, 
Sheriffs, and Citizens of the City of Limerick. 

“ Same, at the prosecution of John Tuthill, esquire, against Same. 

“ The same, at the Prosecution of James O’Sullivan, against Same. 

“ John Lord Baron Kiltarton maketh oath, and saith, That he has read a copy of 
an affidavit, purporting to be made in these causes by Matthew Barrington, of the 
city of Limerick, attorney ; and deponent admits that the antient books belonging to 
the corporation of said city, and referred to in said affidavit, were given up to be 
deposited with the officer of this honourable court, as in said affidavit is stated ; and 
that afterwards they were, either by an order of the court, or by consent of parties, 
returned by said officer, to some person on behalf of said corporation; but who the 
person was that received the same, deponent does not recollect, nor can be form 
a belief. Deponent further saith, That he hath, since the making of said affidavit 
by said Barrington, been informed, and therefore admits, that he did sign a receipt 
for said books, having, as he supposes, been told that it was necessary to do so ; but 
deponent swears, that he has no grounds for believing that he signed such receipt, 
save as aforesaid. And deponent further swears, That he cannot recollect whether 
said books ever came into his possession since that time, or that he ever saw them, or 
any of them, since they were so returned ; nor can he set forth in whose custody the 
same or any of them are, or what has become of them, or any of them ; and this 
deponent positively denies his having withheld or suppressed the said antient books, 
or any of them, or that he has caused the same to be destroyed, or that he has been 
privy or accessary to the same having been withheld, suppressed or destroyed, as 
alleged in the affidavit of said Barrington. And deponent further swears, That no 
town-clerk of said corporation ever bad (as he believes) the custody of antient books 
belonging to said corporation, in which the proceedings of the common council 
were entered as supposed by the affidavit of said Barrington ; and that the reason 
why the present town-clerk had in his possession the two books mentioned in said 
affidavit, was, that his immediate predecessor having been appointed to said office 
many years ago, he had the charge of one of the said books, which contained the pro- 
ceedings of the common council, commencing from the year 1 749, as deponent be- 
lieves, for the purpose of continuing such entries; and that it becoming necessary to 
provide another book for the like purpose, both books have remained in the custody 
of the present town-clerk, that he may be enabled at all times to answer the in- 
quiries of all persons admitted to their freedom as the law directs. 

“ Sworn before me, at the city of Limerick, this 29th of May 1813, a commis- 
sioner of said court, for receiving affidavits in said city, and I know the deponent. 

“ Kiltarton. “ W* Holland, jun. 

“ W” Furlong, attorney for the said Lord Kiltarton. 

“ Copy, which I attest, 3d June 1820. 

“ lV a Bourne, Deputy Clerk." 

“ Received, 31st May 1813." 
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Jovis, 20 * die Junii, 1822 . 

JAMES GRATTAN, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



Thomas Spring Rice, Esquire, a Member of the Committee; Examined. 



HAVE the goodness to inform the Committee respecting the circumstance stated 
to the Committee at its last meeting, regarding the fishery in the neighbourhood of 
Limerick ? — Some years ago, before I had any political connection with the city of 
Limerick, two or three fishermen came to me, as a county magistrate, and brought 
to me two muskets and a pistol, as nearly as I can recollect, and they stated to me 
that, being engaged in fishing upon the river Shannon, they were fired at by certain 
officers of the corporation, employed as watchmen upon the river; they stated, that 
upon receiving this fire, by which one of the body was wounded, they leaped on 
617- shore, 
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shore, and took from the assailants the arms which they possessed, and that they 
applied to me, as a county magistrate, to take, their informations, and to instruct 
them what was to be done with those arms ; I informed them that, being only 
a magistrate of the county, I had no power of taking their informations within the 
city, but I recommended them to go to one of the city magistrates, and to lodge 
their informations with him ; that as to the arms (seeing upon them the king’s mark), 
I recommended them to deposit those arms in the public stores, with the general 
officer of the district ; this was accordingly done, and I was informed by a magis- 
trate of the city, that informations were accordingly sworn by the fishermen ; no 
warrant was granted for many days, although the informants applied repeatedly for 
such a warrant ; but after a lapse of some time, informations were sworn against the 
fishermen, by the individuals who had fired the shots, charging the fishermen with 
a capital felony, in having taken away the arms ; the case came on to be tried at the 
ensuing assizes ; the fisherman who had been wounded was examined before the 
grand jury, which body threw out the bills against the individuals who had fired the 
shot, and found the bills upon the information of the watchmen, for a capital felony 
against the fishermen, on the ground that they had taken away the arms which had 
been deposited in the king’s store ; the unfortunate men applied to me to assist them 
in making their defence, and having, with the assistance of other gentlemen, retained 
counsel on their behalf, the jury, without leaving the box, under the direction of the 
judge, acquitted them ; the poverty of the fishermen precluded the possibility of their 
taking any further steps upon the subject. 

Since that they have never disputed the right to the fishery ? — Since that I have not 
heard of any dispute. 

[The following letter, addressed to the Chairman , was read:] 

“ Sir, _ “ Nerot’s Hotel,' June 20th, 1822. 

“ I have had the honour of receiving the orders of the Committee on Limerick 
Taxation, to furnish, as chamberlain of the corporation of Limerick, certain accounts 
therein specified ; and I beg, in answer, to state, that having come here for a purpose 
altogether unconnected with the object the Committee are chosen for, I have not any 
documents to guide me in making out the accounts they require ; but I submit to the 
Committee, that if even I had, it would be quite impossible to make out such volu- 
minous accounts in the time they have been pleased to limit me to. 

“ I have the honour to be, 

“ Sir, 

“ Your obedient and humble servant. 

To the Chairman of the Select Committee “ Gort." 

on Limerick Taxation.” 



(June 20.) 



James Fisher, 'yin. Esquire; Called in, and Examined. 

Where do you reside? — In the neighbourhood of Limerick. 

Have you long resided in the neighbourhood of Limerick?— I resided in the city 
the principal part of my life ; I now reside a little way out of the city. 

Have the kindness to explain to the Committee the difference between the go- 
vernment of the parish of St. Michael, and the remaining part of the city and liber- 
ties ; under whose management the parish of St. Michael is placed, and under 
whose management the Old Town and liberties are?— The parish of St. Michael is 
under the particular management of commissioners appointed bv special Act of 
Parliament. 

For what term are they elected ? — There are a certain number chosen for life, and 
a certain number go out every three years ; they are elected by householders, who pay 
a certain rate of taxation under that Act. 

The control of the local taxation of the parish of St. Michael is in the hands of 
those commissioners so appointed ? — Entirely so. 

How is the local taxation of the old city of Limerick regulated? — I believe entirely 
by the grand jury of the city. 

In what state are the watching, and lighting, and police of the parish of St. Mi- 
chael? — With some trifling objections, I consider in a very good state ; there may 
be some trifling complaints; it is well watched, well lighted, well paved and 
cleansed. 
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In what condition are the watching, paving, lighting, and police of the Old Town 3 
—I believe very different. - 

Do you recollect in what state the parish of St. Michael was previously to the 
passing of the private bill, and the introduction of the control'of the commissioners? 
— In a very wretched state. 

To what do you attribute the improvement which has taken place?— To that par- 
ticular bill under which its police is now regulated. 

Can you inform the Committee what extent of taxation is levied by those commis- 
sioners? — I really cannot, by my memory, at this moment. 

Does it amount to several thousand pounds a year ? — Yes, to some thousands 
a year. 

What system of account have they adopted; is it an open system of account?— 
The accounts are published every year, and are open to the inspection of the inhabi- 
tants generally. 

What results would you anticipate from an alteration of the law which would give 
to the grand juries of the city of Limerick a control over the funds of the parish of 
St. Michael’s ?— It would be very unpalatable certainly to the inhabitants of the 
parish of St. Michael. 

Do you conceive they would be induced to object ?— Yes ; because I apprehend, 
can judge of the feeling of people generally, they would not have the same con- 
fidence m the appropriation of the funds as they have by commissioners chosen by 
themselves. 

You have never heard of any open system of account, as practised in the corpo- 
ration of the city of Limerick, similar to that which has been adopted by the 
commissioners ? — No. 

By whom are the grand juries of the city of Limerick appointed ?— By the 
sheriffs, I believe. J 

You are acquainted with most of the leading merchants and persons of property 
who reside in the city of Limerick ? — I am. 

Will you inform the Committee, whether you conceive the grand juries of the 
city of Limerick to be a fair and equal representation of the intelligence and property 
of the. place?— Ido not. p J 

What individuals, generally speaking, constitute the grand juries of the city ?— 
I think they are mostly those immediately connected with the members of the cor- 
poration ; there may be some instances to the contrary, but if any, I believe they 
are very few indeed. J 

Can you inform the Committee what the average rate of taxation per acre is in 
the liberties of the city of Limerick ? — I really find it very hard to bring it to my 
recollection at the moment, but I think it has been as high as 2 s. 6 d. per acre each 
assizes. I am inclined to think it has been higher, but I cannot charge my memory 
though I have paid it. J 

The taxation of the commissioners of St. Michael’s is collected by a poundage 
rate?— Yes. 0 

Are you aware what the general taxation is upon one of the average houses ?— 
I should think about 6/. to 8/. a year. 

The parish of St. Michael also contributes, to a certain degree, to the expenses of 
some of the charities and the prison? — It does to the gaol and the House of 
Industry. 

What is the sum it so contributes ? — I think it is five hundred pounds a year. 

You are a member of the Chamber of Commerce? — I am. 

Can you inform the Committee what the amount of tolls paid by the Chamber of 
Commerce to the corporation of the city of Limerick is?— I think it is 1,550/. 

That is a rent for the tolls upon corn and potatoes, is it not? — Yes. 

Have the tolls upon potatoes ever been levied by the Chamber of Commerce, as 
lessees of the corporation?— I think not; I know they have been off for several 
years, and I am pretty certain they never were levied by the Chamber of Commerce. 

Previously to the lease to the Chamber of Commerce, the tolls upon potatoes had 
been levied ? — Yes, constantly. 

What was the effect of the levying of the toll upon potatoes as to the poor in the 
markets ? — A very great harrassing to the potatoe farmers. 

Therefore, the interposition of the Chamber of Commerce has relieved the potatoe 
farmer and the potatoe market from the disadvantages to which they were formerly 
subject ?— Decidedly. J 

61 7 . K Have 
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Have the kindness to inform the Committee what is the present state q{ the Old 
Town, which is under the government of the grand juries, as to its police, particu- 
larly as to the public ways ? — They are in a very bad state in general, as far as my 
recollection serves me ; they are in a very bad state, both as to paving and cleansing. 

Is it in a state of progressive improvement ?— I cannot say that I have marked 
any improvement. 

Are you a freeman of Limerick ? — I am not. 

Are you aware of any receipts in the port of Limerick in the name of the water 
bailiff of the city of Limerick ? — Yes. 

What charge is made upon each vessel ? — I do not know the particular charges, 
but that there are charges I am perfectly aware. 

Have you ever known any portion of those funds expended on tire improvement 
of the port quays ? — Never. 

Are you aware by whom the water bailiff is appointed ? — I believe by the cor- 
poration. 

What is the state of the magistracy of the city of Limerick, in point of number ? — 
There are four charter Justices, I think. 

Can you inform the Committee what is the present state of Thomond bridge?— 
A very bad passage. 

Is it in a state of repair ? — By no means ; it is a very narrow paved passage, and 
in a very ordinary state ; it is so far in a state of repair as to be passable ; it is not 
broken down. 

The interruption of that communication would lead to very great publie incon- 
venience ?— Decidedly it would. 

You have resided a good deal in the city of Limerick? — I have. 

In what part of the city of Limerick have you resided ? — In the New Town. 

You also state that you have gone but very little into the Old Town? — But 
very little comparatively latterly. 

You are well acquainted with the city of Limerick? — I am. 

Do you know any gentlemen residing in the Old Town? — I do not at this 
moment remember any who are not in trade residing in tlie Old Tow n. 

You do not remember any gentleman of independent fortune residing in the Old 
Town ? — Not at this moment. 

Is not all the wealth and respectability of the city of Limerick resident in the 
New Town, with a very small exception ? — The principal part of the wealth and 
respectability is in the New Town. 

The whole of the New Town is exempt from the taxation by the grand jury?— 
Yes, I believe it is ; it comes under the local Act of Parliament. 

Are the commissioners appointed by the Act of Parliament answerable to any, 
and if so, to what tribunal for their acts ? — I believe they are not answerable to 
any tribunal. 

Have the inhabitants of the parish of St. Michael’s ever met for the purpose of 
examining the accounts of the commissioners to your knowledge?— I never recollect 
any such meeting for the purpose of examining. 

Do you recollect any partial meeting of the inhabitants of the parish? — No, 
I cannot say that I do. 

Are you a commissioner yourself? — I am not. 

You say that the accounts of the commissioners are open ? — That they are pub- 
lished every year. 

You do not mean by that, that the public have any control upon the accounts 
whatever, as to the manner of distributing the revenues of the corporation? — No, 
I do not. 

Do you know that there have been complaints made against the commissioners for 
the manner in which they have appropriated sums of money levied by them upon the 
parish ? — I know that I have myself heard! complaints with respect to the manner in 
which thev expended the money. 

Do you know a man of the name of Timothy Mackie ? — I do. 

Is he an officer of the commissioners corporation ? — I do not think he is an 
officer of their’s, at least not that I know of ; he is a scientific man, and I believe 
they have consulted him occasionally, in his professional capacity, with respect to 
improvements; I think, when I was a commissioner,, they consulted him, but Ido 
not know that he has any office. 

Have 
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Have you ever known him employed to certify that a work was well done, the 
contract for which he had himself? — No, never; if that has occurred, it is un- 
known to me. 

Who is Timothy Mackie ?— He is a master builder. 

Does he hold any office in Limerick that you know of? — I rather think he holds 
some situation under the board of Inland Navigation ; but I am not positive. 

If you were to see, upon the accounts of the commissioners, that he was employed 
to inspect and report upon the manner in which work was done, and paid for such 
report, the contract for which he held himself, would you not consider it highly de- 
trimental to the interests of the commissioners ? — I would consider it out of joint 
certainly. 

Have you any recollection of the sum of money paid to Mr. Casey for his expenses 
for attending in London on the passing of this private bill? — I heard it, but I can- 
not recollect it at this moment. 

Cannot you guess it? — I cannot recollect whether it was 500/. or 1,200/.; I be- 
lieve I was a commissioner about that time, and saw it in print. 

Who is the treasurer to the commissioners? — They have no treasurer regularly 
appointed as such that I know of. 

Who is their acting treasurer? — Mr. Barry is their secretary, and the man through 
whom the money passes. 

What office does Mr. Barry hold under the commissioners ? — Secretary. 

Is it through his hands the whole of the money passes ? — I believe it is ; I cannot 
answer the question positively, not being a commissioner myself now. 

Who is it that makes the general contracts for oil, and all those things?— I be- 
lieve the general contracts are made with the board of commissioners. 

Are they always made by public advertisement? — I cannot say indeed. 

Do you recollect their having ever been made by public advertisement? — I remem-, 
her contracts for lighting, by public advertisement, certainly. 

How long since? — It is five or six years since I was a commissioner; I know that 
was the plan adopted when I was a commissioner. 

You cannot speak for the last five or six years? — I cannot. 

You state that the corporation, through the sheriffs, have the nomination of the 
grand jury? — I believe so. 

Of whom is that grand jury generally composed? — I think it is generally, as far 
as my recollection goes, composed of those who are looked upon as corporation 
men. 

Of the aldermen? — Yes. 

And burgesses? — Yes. 

And some freemen of the town ? — Yes. 

Do those men generally reside in the New Town ? — They do. 

Are they generally men of respectability ? — They are men of respectability. 

Do you know the usage of any other corporation, of the corporation of the city 
of Cork, or the corporation of the city of Waterford, with respect to their nomination 
of grand juries? — No, I do not. 

Do you not think it natural, that the corporation, or the sheriff, who of course is 
a friend of the corporation, should appoint a grand jury of his own friends, and of 
those persons connected with him in his pursuits in the city ? — I think it quite natural 
that he should. 

Do not you think it would be very strange, if the corporation were to appoint any 
other as their officers than their friends?— I cannot think it would be strange, except 
as regards their practice. 

Do not you think it would be unusual? — It certainly would be unusual in 
Limerick. 

Do you know any corporation that appoints, as their officers, their known oppo- 
nents ? — I am not acquainted with the usage of other corporations. 

You state that you know of the office of water bailiff? — Yes. 

But you have never known any thing he has done for the improvement of the port, 
or otherwise? — I stated, that I did not know any thing of the expenditure of any of 
the monies arising from the funds that he receives. 

But it is obvious that he may have expended money for that purpose, without 
your knowledge? — Indeed I think I should have known it, if any money had been 
expended for the improvement of the port, or other purposes. 

« 7 - It 
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Appendix It having been stated to the Committee, that the passage of the river had been 

(A.) marked out by buoys, are you aware whether that is the fact? — I am aware that there 

' have been buoys put down. 

Join Fhher, jvn. But you do not know by whose authority, or at whose expense it has been 

done?— I have always understood it was by the Chamber of Commerce it was 
(ao-June.) done. 

You state, with regard to Thomond bridge, that it is very much out of repair ?— 
That it is an ordinary passage, I was asked the question whether it was out of repair ; 
I say it is not so much out of repair, as to render: it impassable, but that it is a very 
bad passage. 

Have you known that any steps have been taken for its improvement ?— I know 
of no steps that were taken, further than different parties consulting together, within 
some few months, as to effecting a widening of the bridge. 

Did you ever hear that there was a surveyor sent down, or an engineer, for the 
purpose of seeing whether that was practicable? — I do not remember that I did. 

Do you believe that it is impracticable to widen the bridge ? — I am not sufficient 
engineer to be able to answer the question. 

Do you believe that any amendment of the bridge, if left of its present width, 
would be of any service ; do you think the bridge would be worth repairing, at its 
present width ? — No, I do not, further than merely making it a good level 
surface. 

Do you know that there is a plan now in progress for a new bridge in the city of 
Limerick? — I do. 

Have you been informed of the site chosen for that bridge?— I know of no site 
chosen for that bridge, further than the opinion of the engineer who drew the 
plan. 

Where was it fixed? — It was fixed at the end of Cecil-street, near the bishop’s 
palace. 

Would such a bridge, built in that place, be detrimental to the Old Town ? — I con- 
sider that any bridge, built any where lower down than the Custom-house quay, would 
more or less injure the Old Town. 

Do you mean to say, that the commissioners, under the Act of Parliament, in the 
parish of St. Michael, levy rates at their own pleasure ? — They determine what rates 
shall be levied. 

Are they not accountable to the inhabitants at large? — I do not know of their 
being responsible, further than their publishing their accounts ; and that the persons 
who are subject, under the Act of Parliament, to' go out every three years, may not 
be elected again ; I know of no further responsibility. 

Have you heard of the inhabitants being dissatisfied with the amount of rates, or 
with their application? — I have heard some partial complaints, of one person think- 
ing the street he lived in was not paid proper attention to ; and another, that his 
street was not so well lighted as another ; and so forth. 

Have they taken means to obtain redress? — Yes, frequent applications, when I was 
a commissioner, were made to the body upon these subjects, and they were always 
taken into consideration; and, as far as the commissioners could attend to the 
wishes and interests of the people, I believe they did ; and I presume they do the 
same still. 

The grand juries are generally composed of persons supposed to be in the 
interest of the corporation ? — Yes. 

Is there any considerable body of men of respectability and property not connected 
with the corporation in Limerick? — There is. 

Are they ever appointed to serve on the grand juries? — I think not. 

Do you speak positively to that? — I think I can. 

Have you never known an instance of a person being appointed to the grand jury 
whom you consider to be unconnected with the corporation ? — I do not think I ever 
knew an instance of a person being on the grand jury, who was not pretty well 
known to be a friend of the corporation ; 1 think not ; I do not wish to pledge myself 
positively to the fact. 

Are they generally the same persons put on the grand jury ? — I think for the 
most part they are ; of course there is some variation. 

Are they generally members of the corporation, either aldermen, common coun- 
cilmeh or freemen ? — They are. 

You said that you had no treasurer of the commissioners in the New Town? — 
No. 

What 
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Wliat becomes of the money when it is levied ?— It passes through the hands of 
the secretary. 

In whose hands is it lodged then ? — I rather think it is lodged in one of the banks, 
when any sum of consequence is in hand ; but this I believe seldom occurs. 

What security have the commissioners got from the secretary? — I do not know 
that they have any security ; in fact, I believe he has very seldom much in hand, 
that the expenditure keeps pace with the income. 

You are a member of the Chamber of Commerce ?— I am. 

You state that the- tolls on potatoes and corn have been rented by the Chamber 
of Commerce from the corporation? — Yes. 

That was in the year 1809? — I am not sure whether that ivas the first year, but 
it has been for several years. 

You stated that no toll had been taken since by the Chamber of Commerce upon 
potatoes? — I think not; I cannot positively pledge myself whether it was the case 
from the commencement or not. 

Can you state at what rate the toll on corn was, when first you recollect the con- 
tract being taken ? — The rate the countrymen paid was 3 d. per barrel for wheat, and 
three halfpence on oats, and I think a penny threefarthings on barley ; but I should 
explain, that they did not lay that as a direct toll ; it was taken as a commutation, or 
as a contribution, in lieu of toll ; the countryman was willing to pay that sum, and 
be done with toll gatherers ; it was a voluntary thing. 

What do they now pay? — I believe the same; I know of no alteration. 

Since 1 809, there has been no alteration in the toll on corn coming into the city 
of Limerick? — No alteration in the rate received from the countryman by the 
merchant. 

The price of corn has fallen considerably? — Very considerably. 

And the toll remains the same ? — The toll remains, I believe, the same. 



Appendix 

(A.) 



John Fisher, jun. 
Esq. 



(■20 June.) 



Julius Ccesar Besnard, Esquire ; Called in, and Examined. 



Where do you reside' — In the city of Cork. j c. £ e snard 

You have been long acquainted with she city of Cork ?— Yes, I have. Esq. 

Are you a freeman of the city of Cork ? — I am. 

The Committee wish to be informed in what manner persons entitled to their 
freedom in the city of Cork proceed in order to obtain their admission to the fran- 
chise? — A person entitled to his freedom by birth or servitude presents a repre- 
sentation usually in the form, indeed I believe always in the form of a memorial to 
the common council of the city, representing the nature of his claim; and the com- 
mon council inquire into the fact, and ascertaining that he is the person whom he 
professes to be, or that he has served his time, they make an order that he shall be 
sworn. 

Generally speaking, can you inform the Committee what delay occurs between the 
petition and the admission ? — There is, generally speaking, no delay; the first 
meeting of the council is a meeting of course ; it is a matter of right, as it is con- 
ceived, if it be really a matter of doubt, if there be reason to doubt the thing being 
truly represented, that may occasion some delay ; but whenever the matter is ascer" 
tained, it is quite a matter of course to be granted. 

In the city of Cork, those admissions as of right are carried on equally, either for 
individuals who are supposed friendly to the corporation, or individuals who are 
supposed to be adverse to it? — Decidedly. 

The Committee are to understand, that every man entitled to his freedom, obtains 
his freedom with the least possible delay in the city of Cork ? — I have no doubt 
he does. 

Are you acquainted with the grand juries of the city of Cork? — I am. 

They are appointed by the sheriff? — They are. 

Many members of the corporation are appointed to serve upon those grand 
juries ? — I have never known a grand jury without some persons ; in general the 
members of the corporation are of a respectable class, and of course there are some 
of those chosen on the grand jury. 

Many of the most respectable merchants in Cork, unconnected with the corpo- 
ration, are placed upon the grand juries? — Invariably; and many men opposed to 
them in a political point of view are always upon them. 

In general terms, the grand juries of Cork contain some representation of the 
various parties and various interests connected w ith the place ? — They do. 

617. L 
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V W « ' THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



John Norris Russell, Esquire ; again Called in, and Examined. 

HAD you any communication with any individual before you were examined in this 
room, with regard to the line of examination to which your attention was likely to 
be drawn.' I had not; I knew no more of the line of examination I was to undergo 
the last day I was here, than the most indifferent person in this house. 

Are you one of the commissioners for the local taxation of the parish of 
St. Michael ? — I am not. 

Are you a member of the Chamber of Commerce ? — I am. 

Are you a member of the Independent Committee ? — I do not know of any such 
body. 

Are you a member of any association for political purposes in the city of 
Limerick ? — I know of no such body. 

Did you know of any such body r — I heard that some few years ago there was 
what was called the Committee of Independents, but I was not one of that body. 

Was there not an association, to your knowledge and to your belief, in the. city of 
Limerick, for the purpose of opposing the corporation interest in that city? — I know 
there was an association for the purpose of procuring the chartered rights of the 
citizens of Limerick, which were withheld by the corporation. 

Were you a member of that association ? — I was not. 

Were you a member of the Chamber of Commerce in 1809 ? — I was a member 
of the Chamber of Commerce from its earliest establishment. 

Then you were in 1809 ? — I was. 

From whence are the contributions to that corporation derived? — From contri- 
butions agreed to by the members of the body. 

Was the foundation of the fund according to the quantum of trade? — So much 
pro rata, according to the extent. 

Have they no other source of revenue? — They have no other established fund. 

Have they any other source of revenue ? — They have had advantages from an 
arrangement with the corporation for tolls. 

To what extent ? — It varied ; I cannot exactly recollect now ; it varied according 
to the general quantum of corn brought into Limerick. I was totally unprepared 
even for the examination I underwent last time. 

You have stated that the Chamber of Commerce pay 1,500/. per annum for the 
tolls ? — I did ; I must correct the answer I gave on the former day; there is a trilling 
allowance that was taken out of it, such as 20/. or 25/.; some small allowance has 
been deducted from 1,500/. 

For what ? — It was an alleged claim of the sheriff for specific tolls, and there- 
fore due ; I cannot be exact as to the transaction. 

You have stated, that the Chamber of Commerce have never demanded any toll 
upon potatoes ? — I do. 

Did they receive any reduction of what they were to pay for the toll, in conse- 
quence of relinquishing that claim? — Never; the sum agreed to was 1,500/. and 
there never was any reduction, except waving the small sum I mentioned. 

Answer the question as to whether there was a reduction, in consequence of giving 
up the claim on potatoes, cither on the original bargain, or any after transaction ? — 
Certainly not ; I could procure the original resolution, which was entered into by 
the directors of the Chamber of Commerce, which sanctioned them in taking this ; it 
is particularly stated, that it was in order to relieve the citizens of Limerick from the 
payment of tolls on potatoes, which induced them to take the entire tolls. 

Have the tolls on corn continued the same that they were in 1809? — To the best 
of my recollection there has been no change on the pro rata levy from the farmer. 

He continues to pay the same toll in 1822, that he did in 1809? — We call it 
a contribution to enable us to pay our rent, and he continues to pay the same sum 
now as he paid then, to the best of my belief, and I believe I am correct ; I can tell 
the Committee the sum, but I forget now. 

You 
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You state, that there are some small tolls ; do you consider them worth 500 1 . 
a year ? — T must beg leave to mention, on consideration of the answer I gave as to 
the 500/. on my last examination, that on consulting with a friend of mine, I was 
perfectly right, in the first instance, as to the 500/.; but in consequence of very 
gross abuses, an agreement was made to lessen the rent paid by the rentor to 400/. 
taking off some of those small tolls ; I do it in justice to the corporation ; they 
agreed to it ; I did not recollect it then. 

Who was the lessee of the tolls ? — Thomas Stewart. 

And it was, while it was under his authority, that the abuses occurred ? — It was, 
and gross ones; for women had been known to have a rude rough fellow put his 
hand in their bosoms, to see if they had articles concealed there. 

Previous to the change of the tolls by the Chamber of Commerce ? — Yes. 

Are the tolls collected upon a fixed rate? — The tolls formerly were of undefined 
amount; it was a certain measure to be taken out of each bag of corn in the market ; 
it was some measure, which I do not know ; it was unascertained. 

An unascertained measure? — It was; an ale quart was the quantity to be taken 
out, but what it is, I believe they could not ascertain. 

The rate was described by an ale quart ? — From each sack, I think it was, from 
my recollection ; but it is so long since. 

Was the toll on each article regulated by any description ? — There was a printed 
schedule. 

Had Lord Gort’s family any thing to do with the corporation in 1761? — I have 
no recollection of it; it is beyond my time. 

You never heard ,it? — I have heard Lord Gort’s family came in after the 
Roches. 

Do you not know as a matter of history, that, in 1761, the Roche family were the 
prominent family in the corporation ? — I do not know ; I cannot say to my know- 
ledge ; it may be the case, but I cannot state it ; I am very well informed on any 
matter which occurred within the last 20 years, when I got more into public life ; 
but I am uncertain whether I sat in Limerick then. 

Who is the present weighing master ? — John Vereker, brother to the cham- 
berlain. 

What is the income he derives from that situation, to the best of your knowledge ? 
— I have no knowledge; but I have heard it is upwards of 800/. a year. 

That is merely on hearsay ? — Merely on hearsay ; I can have no other data, 
except by calculation. 

In what part of Limerick do you reside? — George-street. 

Is that in the New Town? — In the New Town. 

Do you know a place called the Limerick Plot? — Not by that name. 

Do you know the new market house? — Is it the meat market, or the corn market? 

What is called the new market ? — If the Committee mean the corn market, I can 
tell ; I know both ; I know the new corn market, and the new meat market ; which 
does the Committee mean ? 

This is built on a plot of land leased to Lord Gort, by the corporation ? — If the 
Committee will ask me the question, I will answer; I rather think not. 

Did you ever hear that Mr. Vincent gave evidence before the Committee, that 
a plot of land, taken by Lord Gort, was worth 500 /. a year ? — I don’t know, really ; 
I have not read the evidence ; I never heard it. 

Do you know the Limerick plot ? — No, I do not. 




[The evidence of Arthur Vincent was read over to the witness from the 
printed report.] 

Witness . — As to the corn market, it is not the property of the corporation, but of 
John Ormsby Vandeleur ; I know it, for he served us with an ejectment for rent 
he ought to have been paid ; three years and a half rent was due. 

Pray, do you know this plot of ground so described by Mr. Vincent ?-rIf the 
Committee mean the plot of ground, waste ground behind the corn market, I will 
tell them; there is a variety of ground claimed by the corporation about there, 
covering a good space. 

Pray, is there any part of that let to the Chamber of Commerce ?— -There has 
been a spot let to the Chamber of Commerce, at a nominal rent, on which the 
Chamber of Commerce erected a linen hall. 

Pray, what rent do they pay for it? — A nominal rent, I believe. 
il 617. With 
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Appendix. With reference to that lease of the linen hall, the Committee wish to know, 

(A.) whether that was considered as a grant from the corporation, reserving a rent, 

J a small rent, and for which grant the thanks of the Chamber of Commerce were 

J. N. Russell, given to the corporation ? — Yes, certainly. 

It was not a matter of value? — No, a matter of favour, in consequence of tire 
(•21 June.) Chamber of Commerce giving heavy sums of money out of their own funds, and the 

county gave a good deal of money. 

Is the remainder of that grant in the hands of the Chamber of Commerce, for a 
public purpose ? — It is not. 

Is any other portion of it? — There is a piece of ground we took with the expec- 
tation of establishing a market ; we took it from Mr. Gason, by the year, at 20/. 
We only give 20/. a year for an open space, which is made use of for a hay-market. 
It is a piece of ground the Chamber of Commerce had. 

You have stated, you know a plot of ground which was leased to Lord Gort, a part 
of which has been let to the Chamber of Commerce, as ground to build a linen hall 
upon, and with a nominal rent ? — Yes ; but as to being leased to Lord Gort, I know 
no more than what has been publicly stated. 

That plot of land so leased, do you know in whose occupation the remainder of it 
is ? — I do not know in whose occupation ; I believe it is partly waste. 

Is not a greater part of it at present in the hands of the Chamber of Commerce ? — 
No. 

Is any part ? — No ; no further than what is covered by the linen hall ; no other 
part. 

Pray, have the Chamber of Commerce, out of their corporate revenues, advanced 
any money for the payment of election expenses? —Never. 

Have they, by any vote, granted any money for the maintenance of election petitions 
in this Honourable House ? — Never. 

You have stated, that Mr. Morony, one of the city treasurers, became a de- 
faulter ? — Y es. 

Do you consider any blame attachable to the grand jury for his default? — Cer- 
tainly; and I have stated it to the court. 

Do you know if Mr. John Hunt is a defaulter ? — I understand he is high constable. 

Is he a defaulting high constable ? — I have heard they are in suit against him now. 

Do you conceive any blame attachable to the grand jury, in consequence of his 
being a defaulter ? — I do not know the system of county grand juries ; but, I know, 
and will be bold to say, that had the city grand jury had, as it ought to have had, the 
’ treasurer’s account at the assizes, they might have seen the default and noticed it, 

and they would not have allowed it to have gone to the extent it did ; and they should 
have seen that the sureties were in, which they neglected. 

Could the judge oblige Mr. Morony to account ? — During the time he was the 
treasurer ; I believe it was conceived he had the power ; in my opinion of the law of 
the case, he could have exercised the power by fine or commitment, had his attention 
been directed to it. 

When his attention was directed, did he make Morony account ? — He put an order 
on the books, calling on him to account. 

Did be account in consequence ? — He did not. 

Then the judge did not make him account ? — He resigned in the interval, and then 
denied the jurisdiction of the court. 

Then neither the grand jury nor the judge, could make Mr. Morony account? — 
My answer before will explain it ; had he been called on to account while treasurer, 
he could have been made to account. 

That is, had he been discovered to be a defaulter earlier ? — I believe he was 
known to be a defaulter before, and he had often promised to settle the accounts, 
which had not been done. 

Did you receive a letter, or state that you had received a letter from the 
Chairman of this Honourable Committee, in Limerick? — I received no letter from 
the Chairman of this Honourable Committee, in Limerick, on the subject of the 
present proceeding, directly nor indirectly. I stated before, in the commencement of 
my examination, and I do pledge my honour as a gentleman, that I had no commu- 
tation with the Chairman of this Honourable Committee, as to my examination. 

^ What was the first communication you received from the Chairman of this 
Committee? — The first communication I had respecting it, was, that General 
Burke, in Limerick, said, my presence in London would be necessary if I could spare 
time to come; he said, if I could come to London my evidence would be useful. 

I had 
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I had no letter from the Chairman of this Honourable Committee, and I felt a little 
jealous that I should have heard nothing on it 

When did you receive the summons from this Committee? — It was forwarded to 
me at Liverpool. 

Have you the letter enclosing that ?— I have the letter at my lodgings. 

Will you bring that letter to the Committee?— Yes, I hope I have not injured it; 
I believe that letter merely says, “ I enclose you, so and so.” 

Did you state in the club-house in Limerick, that you had received a letter from 
the Chairman on the subject ? — I did not ; and I am exceedingly guarded in talkin'* 
in club-houses in Limerick on any question of city politics. 

Did you say you had received a letter from any one, containing a paragraph to this 
effect, “ that Mr. Rice had been so fortunate as to strike a Committee perfectly to 
his own mind, although he expected to be opposed, and that he hoped, with their help, 
to cleanse the augean stable?” — I have no recollection of any such conversation; 
I have no such impression on my mind. 

Did you ever hear, or do you believe, that any such communication was made ? — 
I do not believe any such communication was made, it is too monstrous; the expres- 
sions are so strong, that I never should have forgotten them. I am. sure such an 
observation never was made. 




Luna, 24° die Junii , 1822. 



THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 



IN THE CHAIR. 




John Norris Russell, Esquire ; again Called in, and Examined. J. N. Russel/, 

YOU were asked in your former examination, whether you had received a letter £f? ’ 
from the chairman of the Committee ? — I was. June ) 

Have you searched for that letter ? — I have. 

Can you produce it ? — This is the letter I have received. 

[ft was delivered in, and read, as follows ;] 

“ My dbar Sir, 

“ My friend, your son tolls me you wish to receive your summons at Liverpool. 

I send it inclosed accordingly. I am ever and truly yours, 

“ J. N. Russell, esq.” (Signed) “ Thomas Spring Rice." 

Did that cover contain any document ? — No document whatever, except the 
summons. 

You were asked whether the Chamber of Commerce of Limerick had ever con- 
tributed towards defraying the election expenses of any candidate for the city of 
Limerick? — Yes, I was. 

Do you wish to explain any part of your evidence given on a former day ? — I do. 

I was asked whether I had been a member of the association called the Committee 
of Independence, and if such now existed; to those questions my answer was, cer- 
tainly not : to this I must add, that several years since, when such a society did 
exist, I was invited, with several of my family, to become members ; we declined it, 
not approving of all that had been done by the committee ; it now does not exist, the 
rights for the restoration of which their exertions were directed, having been decided 
by a Committee of the House. 

Is there any further explanation you wish to give ? — I was asked whether the 
Chamber of Commerce at Limerick did not contribute to the expenses of an election, 
or a petition against the return in that election ; my answer was, “ certainly not” ; 
but when an appeal was lodged against the Report of the Committee to the House, 
as to our rights as citizens, and not involving the interests of any individual, the 
Chamber of Commerce came forward with their funds, raised by and from them- 
selves, and defended the decision of that Committee ; which restored to them and 
their children those rights which had been before usurped by strangers and aliens. 

[The following Petition from the Journals of the House, dated May \st, 1821 , 
was read.] ’ * 

The Petition of the Corporation of the Chamber of Commerce of Limerick; 
bheweth, That the petitioners are deeply interested in every measure which may in 
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Appendix any wav affect the commercial prpsperity and well being of the city of Limerick • 

(A.) that they presume to express their opinion, that (he .decision of the Committee of the 

s/ House on the rights of election for a. representative ^.Parliament for the said city 

J. K. Russell, has a manifest tendency to encourage the introduction of foreign capital, talents and 

Esq. industry, by confirming to strangers who may becotne residents therein/ those rights 

(24 June.) of citizenship, which though conceded by the laws, for that very purpose, have been 

for a long period of time withheld; that the petitioners humbly represent, that the 
charters granted to their ancestors by the beneficence of successive sovereigns, were 
undoubtedly given with the view of promoting the interests of the resident* inha- 
bitants of the city and of its liberties ; in which opinion, the petitioners humbly conceive 
they are countenanced by the unrepealed statute of the Irish Parliament, 10th of 
Henry 7, cap. 7, which enacts, “ that no city within the land of Ireland, shall 
thenceforward receive or admit any person to become freemen within the said cities, 
but such persons as have, been prentice, or which continually inhabit in the said 
cities that the House will please to consider of what vital importance it is to the 
prosperity of that the third city in that part of the United Kingdom, that the choice 
of a representative should be made by those who, from residence, from commercial 
experience, and from local information, are best qualified to judge of the competence 
of a person to fill that high situation ; that the citizens of, Limerick have for many 
years been deprived of this (as it is humbly conceived) their undoubted and inesti- 
mable privilege, in consequence of an overwhelming influence having been obtained 
in the corporation of the said city, by individuals who for political purposes made 
use of that influence to diminish the number of resident freemen, and to procure an 
illegal admission to the right of citizenship of persons living in distant places, un- 
connected with the city, and uninterested in its welfare ; that the decision of the 
House has restored to the citizens of Limerick the privileges conferred upon them 
by the wisdom of the Legislature ; that the petitioners are informed, that certain 
persons claiming to be free of the city of Limerick, although they are inhabitants of 
other places, have presented petitions to the House against the right of election 
declared by the said Committee. The petitioners therefore humbly pray, that the 
House would please to permit them to be heard by counsel in defence of the said 
right of election, before the Committee which may be appointed for the final decision 
of a question, involving the dearest rights and immunities of the petitioners and 
their fellow citizens.” 



In consequence of that petition, counsel were employed by -the Chamber of Com- 
merce, and the expenses paid by them? — Yes. 

The letter which you have delivered in, and which has been read, alludes to 
a communication between the chairman and your son ; did your son make any com- 
munication to you with respect to the Chairman of this Committee, or about any 
thing that was to pass before this Committee ? — No ; there was no communication as 
to what was taking place, or might take place, and I at the time felt hurt at not 
being informed what was going to be done, but I am now satisfied it was right ; 
I may also state, that I have had no communication with the Chairman from the 
time I last saw him here to the present time. 

No letter was shown to you, having certain words in it alluded to in your former 
examination ? — No. 

Nor any words to that effect? — Certainly not, to my recollection. 

You stated in your former examination something about some land, upon which 
the linen hall was built, or something of that kind ; do you know of any other part 
of that plot of land which was in the hands of the Chamber of Commerce, except 
the spot in question ? — Since my last examination, I have fortified my opinion, by 
consulting with a member of the Chamber of Commerce, Mr. Hervey, a very respect- 
able man, who is in town, and I asked him whether he could give me any informa- 
tion to enable me to give a different answer, and he said he could not. 

Have you any recollection of being president of the Chamber of Commerce, at 
the time that the possession of such land was given up to you ? — The linen hall was 
built before I was president. 

The Committee mean the land around it ? — I beg leave to mention, that the land 
round it is not in the possession of the Chamber of Commerce, either directly or in- 
directly ; there is a lane on one side, and a street in the front, and a temporary 
passage on the other side, together with a back place, that could be used by no one ; 
it is a common receptacle for dirt; there is a piece of ground adjoining, for which 
we pay 20/. a year, that is now used for a hay market, behind St. Michael’s chapel, 
which we hold from a Mr. Gayson ; this piece of ground is separated from the main 
street by a strip of ground, the property, I believe, of the corporation ; upon this 
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strip of ground there were two old cabins, that were held by tenants at will; an Appendix 

application was made, in order to make this market-place more efficient, to the (A.) 

corporation to have these houfees thrown down, for the purpose of making a passage ; « ^ 

it was an application to my Lord Gort, and has been, I believe, complied with ; it J. N. Russell, 
was merely for a passage ; I mention it, lest it might be supposed it was a holding ; Es 1- 
it is merely for a temporary passage to a temporary market-place. ( 24 j un <.) 

You seem acquainted with the plot of land, and every thing about it?— No, I am 
not indeed, not knowing the extent of it. 

To the best of your knowledge, what does it produce to Lord Gort ?— Whether 
any thing or nothing, I cannot answer at present ; Mr. Hervey reminded me that 
the ground of the linen hall was held at a nominal rent of 5 s. a year, for which 
a vote of thanks was passed. 

The evidence was read to you of Alderman Vincent, stating that the plot of land 
was worth 500/. a year; is it worth that sum? — I cannot say that it is. 

Are you acquainted with Alderman Vincent ?— I am. 

What situation did he hold in the corporation ? — He had been mayor and aider- 
man ; he was a most worthy and honest man, and considered as a serious man, as 
well as his family. 

What are his political connections ? — Decidedly friendly to the present cham- 
berlain. 

Do you remember Mr. Joseph Cripps being mayor ? — Yes, I did. 

How long was he mayor ? — I cannot tell. 

Was he mayor for more than a year? — I assure the Committee I cannot now 
bring to my recollection whether he was mayor for a year, or a year and a half; 
one of the chief magistrates, I have some idea came in on the death of another, and 
served the remainder of that year and the next, and it might have been Mr. Cripps. 

Is he any relation to Lord Gort ?— Oh ! no ; I do not know that he is any rela- 
tion to Lord Gort. 

Do you know Mr. Francis Lloyd ? — Yes, I know him. 

How long was he mayor ?— I cannot tell ; I do not recollect. 

You do not know how long Mr. Lloyd was mayor? — I do not. 

Might he have served for two years ?— For what I recollect he might ; it is im- 
possible for me to keep it in my recollection ; when I became more interested in po- 
litical life, I paid more attention ; but those transactions passed previously, without 
making any particular impression. 

Is he any relation to Lord Gort? — No. 

Did you know Mr. Kilner Brazier ? — I did. 



Was he mayor ? — He was. 

Is he any relation to Lord Gort? — Not that I know of; he was a gentleman who 
had good a property in the liberties of Limerick. 

He is dead now ? — Yes, about two years. 

Do you know Mr. William Hunt? — I did know him. 

Was he mayor? — He was. 

Is he any relation of Lord Gort? — I do not know that he is. 

Do you know Andrew Watson? — I do. 

Was he mayor? — He was. 

Was he any relation to Lord Gort? — No, I may be very certain of it. 

Do you know Sir Richard Hart? — Yes, I do. 

How long was he mayor? — Sir Richard Hart, I understand, was mayor a great 
many years ago; he was also mayor within my knowledge. 

He has been twice mayor? — Yes, perhaps three times. 

Is he any relation of Lord Gort’s ? — Not that I know of, or that I believe; one of 
our complaints is, that individuals have been holding the situation of mayor succes- 
sively, to the prejudice of the other citizens. 

Do you know Sir Christopher Marrett? — I do. 

Was he mayor ? — -He was. 

Is he any relation of Lord Gort ? — No. 

Are you acquainted with Mr. William Taylor, who is one of the present sheriffs of 
the city of Limerick? — I cannot say that I have a personal acquaintance; I know 
him officially. 

Do you recollect any legal proceedings that were taken against the town-clerk of 
the city of Limerick ? — Perfectly well. 

Do you recollect trials having taken place? — I remember an action that was 
commenced, and the record brought down against the town-clerk, for not giving 
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J. N. Russell, 
Esq. 

(24 June.) 



jury, with the exception of one person, were agreed, to find a verdict against the 
defendant. 

Was it Mr. Taylor who stood out against the opinion of the eleven? — So I heard 
from Mr. Russell, who is dead. 

How long did the jury remain in the jury room ?— One night, and part of the 
ensuing day. 

Did Mr. William Russell make to you any further communications with regard to 
the conduct of Mr. Taylor ? — He complained that they could not get even a glass 
of water into the jury room ; that the bailiff would not even give them their coats, 
sent by their families ; and that this single juror, who held out against them, had op- 
portunities of getting refreshment, and they were not allowed any. 

That gentleman is now sheriff of the city of Limerick, is he not ? — He is. 

[The following Resolution of the Corporation of the City of Limerick, 
dated 1st of July 1813, was read : ] 

“ Resolved unanimously — That in consequence of the virtuous and upright con- 
duct of William Taylor, esquire, as a juror at the last Spring Assizes, he be elected 
a freeman at large of this city, and that the freedom be presented to him by Mr. 
Mayor, in a silver box.” 

You have stated that the Chamber of Commerce did advance a certain sum of 
money towards the maintenance of a petition in this House ? — Towards the petition 
which has been now read. 

Did you petition ? — It was neither an election petition, nor a petition upon that 
election, and upon that principle the Chamber of Commerce came forward. 

What was the sum of money that was so advanced by the Chamber of Com- 
merce? — Without hesitation, 1 could say the expense amounted to 15 or 1,600/. 

Eighteen hundred pounds ? — I cannot say. 

Something between ? — Between fifteen and sixteen hundred pounds ; I must also 
state, that the election took place whilst I was president of the Chamber of Commerce ; 
and last October I had a communication with my Lord Gort, when he waited on the 
directors about agreeing for the tolls for that year, in which I stated to him, that 
however anxious I was to have forwarded the election, and the petition that suc- 
ceeded, that I should not as president of the Chamber of Commerce, have considered 
it any thing else but a sacrifice of the funds to support the interest of any individual, 
or to have called for a payment of one shilling for such a purpose. 

This sum of money was advanced out of the funds of the Chamber of Com- 
merce ? — Yes. 

Was it the unanimous decision of the Chamber of Commerce that such money 
should be so advanced ? — When large payments are called for from the general funds, 
though the directors have, under the charter, a full power of disposal, they think it 
would be indelicate in them to apply them without the general concurrence ; for 
which purpose a meeting of the body at large was convened, to take into considera- 
tion the necessity or the propriety of supporting the petition that was sent to the 
Honourable House of Commons ; and the decision was unanimous, I believe I may 
say, for I do not recollect there was a dissentient voice upon the subject of supporting 
the petition ; but the sura was not declared, because it was not ascertained. 

You are quite certain, that there were not ten or twelve dissentient voices r — posi- 
tively, to the best of my belief, there were not ten or twelve present dissentient 
voices, and there was no division, as I can remember. 

You 
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a list of freemen, according to the statute, for which a penalty of too /. was sought 
to be recovered. 6 

Was Taylor a member of the jury impannelled to try the record ? — Yes, he 
was. 

What were the circumstances that occurred at the time? — The trial excited 
a great deal of interest ; I was summoned as a juror, and challenged by Parker’s 
counsel, as a person who was hostile. 

What verdict did the jury give? — The jury remained in one night and part of the 
ensuing day ; upon it were two near relatives, both of whom I knew to be men of 
delicate health; and I had an affidavit drawn, and sworn, that if they were kept for 
another night, it would be attended with risk to their lives ; in consequence of which 
a juror was agreed to be withdrawn. 

One of the jurors was Mr. William Russell? — Yes, who is since dead. 

What was the cause of no verdict being given in that action, according to the 
declaration of Mr. William Russell, who is dead ?— I heard him mention that the 
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You were president, were you not ?— No, Mr. John M'Namara ; I was not even 
one of the directors that year. 

[The witness produced the fallowing Paper.] 

(Copy.) 26th April 1821. 

Resolution of a General Meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, held 
this day. 
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J. N. Russell, 
Esq. 

(24 June.) 



Resolved unanimously, That the president and directors be empowered to pay 
such sums of money as may appear to them to be necessary, towards forwarding the 
object of our late petition to Parliament, on the right of election. 

Resolved unanimously, That the thanks of this body be given to the president and 
directors, for the manner in which they have taken up this important subject, and 
that we highly approve of the petition they have forwarded to the House of Com- 
mons. (Signed) J. M'Namara, Chairman. 



What are the funds of the Chamber of Commerce entrusted to them for ? — They 
are entrusted to them for the support of trade, and the preservation of the rights of 
the individuals belonging to the body. 

Did you consider, that it fell exactly within the limits of their charter, to support 
petitions upon election rights to this House ? — We considered so, we might have been 
mistaken ; we applied it, and there was a vote of thanks for having done so, on 
closing the accounts last October or September. 

Was that vote of thanks unanimous?— I do not know of any dissentient, I rather 
think it was unanimous ; some things the committee did, I was going to move a vote 
of censure for, but I went away. 

From whence do the funds arise of the Chamber of Commerce ? — A contribution 
from the trade according to the extent, so much for every hundred barrels of corn 
exported, so much for every cask of butter, for a tierce of pork, so much for a bale 
of bacon, and so much upon imports, besides the gain which they have upon the 
transaction with the corporation. 

To what extent is that gain ? — I believe it varies from 450 1 . a year upward. 

Four hundred and fifty pounds was the minimum ? — Yes. 

What was the maximum? — I believe one year it might have amounted to 1,500/. 
I will state, though it may be considered irrelevant, the application by the 
directors of some of the funds they raised in one year of very great scarcity, 1816, 
our body gave 1,500/. to relieve the distress of the poor; they have expended up- 
wards of 3,000/. in supporting the linen trade, by building scutch mills, linen hall, 
and bounties, also improving our port; and this year we gave 200/. to the relief of 
the poor. 

How- do they become members? — Persons in trade, of a certain extent, are ad- 
mitted by ballot. 

The funds arise from the contribution of members of the Chamber of Commerce, 
who agree to pay a certain sum in proportion to their share of export and import 
trade? — Yes. 

Is it a corporation? — It is. 

By Act of Parliament ? — By charter. 

Then they do not arise from any duty levied? — It is voluntary ; individuals have 
contributed so much as 40/. or 50/. a year ; we may retire when we please. 

How much do you suppose the value of the toll on wheat is, that you rent from the 
corporation ? — We agree to stop pro rata from the farmers, which enables us to pay the 
rent ; it has never excited the smallest difference between the seller and the buyer. 

It is as a sort of compromise between you ? — Yes, precisely so. 



Mercurii, 2 6° die Jiinii , 1822 . 

THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



Mr. Joseph Massey Heroey ; Called in, and Examined. 

WHERE do you reside ? — I am a merchant at Limerick. 

Are you a member of the Chamber of Commerce ?— I am one of the directors. 
617* N Have 



(26 June.) 
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Appendix Have you acted more thari once as president of that body ? — I have several 
(A.) times. •, - ci > 

' Were you acquainted with the conduct of the Chamber of Commerce of Lime- 

Mr. rick, with reference to a petition of appeal, which was lodged in the House of 
J. M. Uervey. Commons ? — Yes, last year. 

(•26 June.) Will you have the kindness to inform the Committee how far the Chamber of 
Commerce have supported any elections, or any election petitions, out of the funds 
entrusted to them ? — They never interfered as a body in any election, or any elec- 
tion committee ; they studiously avoided any interference in election politics as 
a body. 

When did the Chamber of Commerce first interfere in any parliamentary pro- 
ceedings pending, touching the right of election ? — The beginning of last year ; I am 
not sure whether it was March or April, but it was one or other ; it was in the 
spring. 

Were you then one of the directors of the Chamber ? — I was. 

Will you have the goodness to state to the Committee what interference the 
Chamber then judged it advisable to make? — An application was made to the 
directors of the Chamber of Commerce, by sundry members, at a meeting of di- 
rectors, at which I was not present, (in consequence of the death of one of my 
family,) but I can state what occurred in consequence; an application was made 
in writing, by sundry members of the Chamber of Commerce, to the directors, at 
their weekly meeting, stating the circumstance of such a petition being addressed to 
Parliament, affecting the rights and the freedom of election of the citizens of 
Limerick, and requesting them to call a meeting of the whole body, to consider of 
the propriety of advancing the sum of 3 or 400/. to defend the rights of the citizens 
of Limerick against the petition ; I attended at the general meeting, but I was not 
at the committee of directors, as I said before ; when the subject was discussed, 
some members of the Chamber of Commerce conceived that it would be an improper 
precedent, as we had heretofore studiously avoided all interference in election 
politics, and that this might be deemed a deviation from the principal ; I waited 
until I heard the sentiments of those persons expressed, and not conceiving that 
their arguments were sufficiently strong to convince me, I delivered my own opinion 
on the subject, the substance of which was, that the Chamber of Commerce, as 
a body, had hitherto strictly and cautiously refrained from any such interference, 
namely, in election politics, and I hoped would always continue to act in the same 
manner, but that I conceived the present case to be an attempt, on the part of cer- 
tain non-resident freemen of Limerick, to deprive the citizens of the rights adjudged 
to them by a committee of the House of Commons ; that not only we ourselves, but 
our posterity, as commercial men, might sustain injury, if the petitioners succeeded, 
for want of proper defence from the citizens of Limerick generally, and therefore 
I thought it was perfectly consistent with the origin and intention of our commercial 
association, for the Chamber of Commerce to defend our own rights, and those of 
our posterity, as commercial men ; I conceived, that without reference to any indi- 
vidual candidate, the undoubted power of chusing a representative capable of 
advocating the interests of commerce, manufactures and agriculture, would be of 
great importance to the city of Limerick, and according to the rights of freedom 
acknowledged by the former committee of the House of Commons, commercial 
men could be likely to have considerable influence in future elections (I need not 
detail why), and therefore I gave my decided opinion that it was not inconsistent 
with our institution to vote a sum of money in defence of our rights, against this 
petition of non-resident freemen ; several other members expressed their sentiments 
similarly, and a very considerable majority decided that the directors should have 
the power of voting such sums as they thought proper, to appropriate for the 
defence of the rights of the city of Limerick on this occasion. In consequence of 
that decision by a large majority, the directors undertook the defence of the case 
singly, without any connection whatever with the funds, or with the committee of 
the former association of independents, who had been contesting with the corpora- 
tion for many years. The corporation of the Chamber of Commerce presented 
a petition to Parliament in their own name, and they directed that a lawyer should 
be employed on their behalf, and they had the satisfaction to succeed to the utmost 
of their u'ishes ; and although it took a considerable sum from their funds, I suppose 
16 or 1,700/. I do not exactly know how much, they were very well pleased with 
the result. 

Were there two political parties in thecity of Limerick in opposition to each other? 
There always had been, I believe, on elections, just what is usual on elections. 

Elections 
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Elections generally, or for the city of Limerick?— I mean as is usu a henever an Appendix 
election is contested. ■ (A.) 

One party stiled themselves Independents, did they not? — Yes. 

And were in opposition to the corporation? — Yes. 

Pray did not a great majority of the members of the Chamber of Commerce belong J - M ‘ Hervey. 
to that independent party ? — I cannot say whether a great majority, but I know that (26 June.) 
several did, but I never did myself ; I know that several others did not ; I cannot 
say whether a majority of the members of the Chamber of Commerce were actually 
members of the Independent Association or not. 

But you are sure that a great many of them were? — Yes ; and I think it is poS-> 
sible that the majority may have been ; but I wish to state only what I know or 
believe. 

Was the grant of money from the funds of the Chamber of Commerce for the 
support of a petition to this House upon the rights of the citizens, a unanimous vote of 
the committee of the Chamber of Commerce ? — I think I said before by a consi- 
derable majority, but it was not unanimous. 

There was a division upon it ? — There was a division of sentiment expressed. 

Was not there a division; did not they tell numbers on the occasion? — I caunot 
positively say ; but the inclination of my opinion is, that there was ; I had no idea of 
being examined on this business until I was just going out of the room this morning, 
so that I have not come prepared for any accurate information ; I can only speak 
from memory. 

You consider that the petition so presented to this House from the Chamber of 
Commerce did, in effect, support all the other petitions which had been presented 
against the right of election as heretofore exercised in the city of Limerick ? I do 
not know that I saw all the petitions, for I never mingled with the committee of 
Independents at all ; most assuredly it supported the principle Of excluding non- 
residents, and confirming the rights to the inhabitants by birth, servitude and 
marriage. 

Have you not heard that that was the purport of the petition presented by the 
Independents of Limerick to this House ? — I believe it was, but I have no con- 
nection whatever with them ; I never saw their papers, petitions, or any thing of 
the sort, unless I met them in the newspapers. 

With respect to the local taxation of the city of Limerick ; you live, I believe, in 
the New Town ? — Outside of the town, in the liberties. 

Do you consider the present mode of taxation, by exempting the parish of 
St. Michael from contributing a part as they now do, a fair mode ? — 1 have always 
expressed my opinion, in public and private, to the contrary ; I do not consider it 
a fair mode. 

Do you not consider that it is a very great hardship upon the Old Town to be 
obliged to bear the weight of taxation, while the New Town is comparatively 
exempt ? — It would be an intolerable grievance if the inhabitants of the Old Town 
bore the whole of it ; but they have been so much reduced by the wealthy inha- 
bitants, and the principal people of business going into the New Town, that they 
are not able to bear it; and I understand, that in the manner in which it is ap- 
plotted by the grand jury, or the magistrates, the great burthen falls upon the farmers 
in the liberties. 

Do you believe there are at this present moment a great proportion of the c.ity 
of Limerick in a starving condition ? — I hope not ; I hope they are not in a starving 
condition, for I belong to a committee for the relief of the poor, of which the bishop 
is president, and we have been for nearly two months past assisting those who are 
in distress out of our own funds, and the funds sent us by the benevolent inhabitants 
of this country, and the funds received from government in Dublin, therefore I cannot 
believe there can be a large proportion now in a starving state. 

Previously to that committee being established, do you believe it? No, not 
a large proportion ; there were some persons in great distress for want of em- 
ployment. 

And this among the lower orders ? — This among the lower orders in the New 
Town as well as the Old Town and the liberties. - 

Did not that distress principally prevail in the Old Town ? — A larger number of 
the poor reside there, therefore it must have existed in a greater proportion there 
than in the New. 

Do you consider the new bridge about to be built at Limerick, will improve or 
operate to the contrary on the Old Town?— The Old Town is so completely aban- 
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doped by the wealthy inhabitants and people of considerable business, that I do not 
conceive that any measure can render it much worse than it is. 

Do 'yon tbiiik, however, that it will be reridered ahy i wT3rse cannot serve it, 
certainly; it is impossible that it can do that; if it should ,have any effect at all, it 
must be to injure; but it is already so much deserted,' that it wifi produce little 
effect. 

Are you generally acquainted with the persons who are in the habit of. serving on 
grand juries in the city of Limerick?— With most of them, 

Are they gentlemen of independence and respectability, speaking generally ; the 
Committee do not wish to ask you anything but in general terms ? — If I must 
answer this question, which I would rather avoid, I would say, that, in general terms, 
they are respectable gentlemen ; but they are most of them either members -or inti- 
mate friends of the corporation. 

But you are asked only as to the composition of the grand jury ; are they men of 
independence and character ? — I do not know how the word independence is to be 
understood. 

Not politically ; are they gentlemen of independent fortune ? — Many of them are. 

With, respect to the vote of money to the support of the appeal committee ; was 
there any division among the directors of the Chamber of Commerce? — I do not 
think there was any division at all ; I have no recollection of any division among the 
directors. 

With respect to the grand jurors, without going into the question of the character 
or independence of any individual, do you consider them to be a fair representation 
ot the inhabitants and of the wealth and property of Limerick and its liberties? — 
No. ; as far as my. judgment goes ; the Committee will be pleased to consider, that 
I have not been in the habit of exercising my judgment on the subject. 

Mr. Edward Parker ; Called in, and Examined. 

W H AT office do you hold in the city of Limerick? — I am town clerk, and I hold 
olher offices. 

How long have you been town clerk? — As well as I can recollect, it was in 1811. 

What books are those which you now produce ? — Order books. 

Will you explain to the Committee what “ order book” signifies?— These are 
books in which I keep memorandums of the orders I have issued upon the cham- 
berlain for payment. 

[Two books were delivered in.] 

Will you have the kindness to look at that paper ( showing a paper to the witness ), 
what is it? — Blank orders, which I fill up ; there are two here. 

[A printed paper , containing two blank form of orders , was delivered in.] 

To whom are those orders directed ? — They are directed to the receiver of the 
common rents and revenues of the county of the city of Limerick. 

Who is the person so designated ? — The chamberlain, I conceive. 

On whom are those orders issued when you sign them ? — I issue them ; I have no 
actual knowledge what becomes of them, except to my belief. 

Do you know who pays them? — The vice chamberlain, or whoever he appoints. 

Who is the vice chamberlain ? — Mr. Morris. 

Where does the vice chamberlain reside ? — I believe his residence is at Gort ; but 
he is occasionally in Limerick 

Is the chamberlain himself often in limerick?— Not often. 

In his absence, during Mr. Morris’s visits in Limerick, who transacts the business 
of the chamberlain ? — There is a person appointed to pay the small orders ; a per- 
son of the name of Crowe. 

He acts as deputy to Mr. Morris ? — He pays the small orders. 

Mr. Morris acts as vice chamberlain for the chamberlain ? — Yes. 

Is Mr. Morris Lord Gort’s agent ? — I believe so. 

Does he not transact a good deal of business for Lord Gort? — He does. 

Do yOu know the nature of the business he transacts for Lord Gort? — I have no 
knowledge of it, except by believing that he is Lord Gort’s private agent, and 
receives his private rents. 

Do you know what understanding exists between Lord Gort and Mr. Morris, with 
regard to the payment of any corporation money of any kind or sort ? — No, cer- 
tainly not 

Who 
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Who keeps the accounts of the corporation? — I have no actual knowledge of the 
fact in my department ; I have nothing to do with the disbursements; I merelv 
issue the orders. 

Speak as to your belief? — I believe Mr. Morris does. 

[The witness was directed to withdraw."] 

[The Committee deliberate, for some time; after which the witness was again 
called in , and examined.] 

When did you receive the summons from this committee?— I have marked it at 
the foot of it ; I have not got it with me, but I tvill fetch it, if the Committee will 
allow me ; it was the 12th of June, as near as I can recollect. 

Where were you then residing?— In Limerick. 

Are you acquainted with the present mayor of Limerick ? — Oh, yes. 

Are you acquainted with the other members of the corporation, and the leading 
members of the common council, residing in Limerick? — Yes. 

Are you aware whether they, or any of them, were informed of the summons which 
you received, and of your quitting Limerick in consequence of it?— 'A number of 
them knew I got the summons ; the mayor and the recorder knew it. 

Was it a matter of notoriety in the city of Limerick, that you had received a sum- 
mons from this Committee, and was ordered to produce before them certain corporate 
books and records? — I cannot say it was matter of notoriety, for I do not believe 
that I told it to more than an individual or two, except the members of the 
council. 

Are you aware, whether the circumstance of obtaining this summons, and being 
served with it, and ordered to produce the records of the corporation, was not noted 
in the public newspaper ? — Indeed I have no knowledge of the fact. 

But you are clear, that the mayor and recorder, and several other leading members 
of the corporation, knew of your coming over? — Yes, I believe so. 

What is your belief? — I am sure that they knew of it; I believe the very day 
that I got the summons ; certainly, if not the very day, the day after I got the 
summons. 

Was it understood in Limerick, that this Committee was sitting for the purpose of 
following up a special report of an election committee of this House? — No, I believe 
not; not to my knowledge; I believe the feeling in Limerick was, that it was an in- 
quiry into the local taxation ; that is what I understand was supposed'to be the nature 
of the inquiry. 

You have stated that you have brought over some books ? — I have. 

What quantity ? — I paid for twelve stone weight ; that is the weight for which 
I was charged. 

By whose direction did you bring over those books ? — I brought books that I was 
not required to bring, by the requisition served upon me; for the last time I was in 
London, I was led into a considerable embarrassment, by forgetting some, and I was 
determined to do away the possibility of that again, by bringing the books that were 
not called for, and I have brought those poll books which I had omitted to bring in 
my hurry before. 

Then it was with an anxious wish to fulfil the desires of the Committee, and with 
a view to enable you to answer any questions which might be put to you, with regard 
to your situation in the corporation, that you brought those books ? — Certainly ; 
I brought them up for the purpose of complying most anxiously with the wishes of 
the Committee. 

You have stated, that it was the general impression in the city of Limerick, that 
the object of this Committee related only to local taxation ; what do you under- 
stand by local taxation? — I understand by that presentments; I really do not know 
of any other taxation, not at this moment ; there is a local taxation of the parish of 
St. Michael. 

You were served with a summons to produce the books of the corporation ; what 
relation is there, or what connection between the corporation books and the local 
taxation ?— -I brought up all the books in my office belonging to the corporation ; and, 
as it was a taxation committee, I thought it was no harm to bring the presentment 
books of the grand jury •, I thought it was better to bring more, than to leave any 
behind. 

The question is, what connection do you conceive to exist between the records of 
the corporation, which you were desired to bring, and those which you brought of 

6 * 7 * O yourself, 
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yourself and the grand jury taxation of the city of Limerick ?— I cannot give any 
answer but what I have already stated. 

Were they or were they not ordered by the Committee? — I conceive not, 

CMtardjjKtiioq anoiSeoiaarnmoo thru He ni ; noitmoqioo erif dim annaf ildaoicac leom 

The corporate books ? — I conceive that the corporate books have nothing to do 
with it. 

Were the corporate books ordered by the Committee? — Yes, they were. 

What connection exists between these corporate books and the local taxation, as 
explained by you ? — I really do not know of any at present. 

The Committee have asked you, whether you had any communication with the 
mayor, and with the recorder, with respect to your coming over here ; what passed 
between you? — I merely showed them the summons, when they declined advising me 
on the occasion. 

To the best of your belief, were they aware of an inquiry pending before this 
Committee, as to the funds of the corporation of the city of Limerick ? — I believe that 
impression was on their minds. 

Have you any doubt of it? — No doubt of it ; I believe that they were aware, that 
this inquiry was to go into the funds. 

When was it that this took place ? — About the 1 2 th ; I have it marked upon the 
summons. 

What was the nature of the communication that took place between you and the 
mayor and recorder ? — I do not recollect the precise words ; I showed them the sum- 
mons ; I believe I read it, as near as I can recollect now. 

‘And you think that it was generally so believed in Limerick? — Yes, generally. 

Generally, in the town? — Yes, it was. 

John Norris Russell, Esquire ; again Called in, and Examined. 

IS there any part of your evidence which you wish to explain ? — There is respecting 
the division upon the question, whether a certain petition to the House of Commons 
was to be defended by the funds of the Chamber of Commerce ; when I answered 
yesterday, I could only answer from my recollection; but I consulted with Mr. 
Hervey this morning, and he reminded me, that there was some objection to it at 
the time, and he reminded me of the names of certain individuals. 

What are the duties of the directors of the Chamber of Commerce? — Under the 
charter, they have the full control of the funds; they meet weekly, subject to a penalty 
for non-attendance. 

And how are general questions, which are not decided upon by the directors, de- 
cided ? — In answer before, I stated that general questions are considered prudent to 
submit to the body at large. 

Therefore the Committee are to understand, in the constitution of the charter of 
the commissioners, there is a special meeting of the directors, and a general meeting 
of the whole body summoned for special purposes ? — The charter gives authority to 
the president to convene meetings of the body at large, when called upon to do so, 
by a requisition signed by certain number of the members. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether there was any difference of opinion with 
regard to the expenses of the petition ? — Oh, certainly not ; I was not one of the 
directors at the time, but I did understand it. 

The difference of opinion to which you allude, was at the general meeting? — Yes, 
at the general meeting; I have been reminded, there were a few gentlemen who were 
hostile to the measure. 

Do you not consider, that the petition so presented, and for which the Chamber 
of Commerce granted that sum of money, was in furtherance of precisely the same 
object as had been embodied in a petition before, by persons called the Independents 
in Limerick? — I know of no petition from what, they call the Independents; the 
petition was from the citizens at large, and not from the Independents. 

The sitting member’s petition ; was it not in furtherance of his petition ? — It was 
tp give, an opportunity, if the present member were to die, we might vote for another; 
it was to give rights to our children. 

The prayer of your petition, and the prayer of the honourable member’s petition, 
were very nearly the same ? — The complaints were the same, and probably the 
prayers were the same; I beg to mention, that the, prayer was a complaint, if Ido 
not mistake, very strongly against a certain return made by the sheriff ; the prayer 
of the other was, that the House of Commons would undertake to examine into our 
rights, and restore them. 

Did 
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Did the Chamber of Commerce in any way support the political party in the city 
of Limerick, of which the honourable member is the head ? — As a body, they have 
invariably, except in that instance, if it may be called a furtherance, supported the 
most amicable terms with the corporation ; in all their communications politics were 
no longer thought of ; they met as gentlemen ; I am talking of them as a body, 
as a corporate body. 

Individually they were attached to the cause of the honourable member, were they 
not ? — They were men of both descriptions ; for instance, our present president is 
brother-in-law to the chamberlain. 

The Chamber of Commerce has purchased a picture of the honourable member, 
have they not? — A requisition was submitted to the directors, to request that, for 
services rendered to the citizens of Limerick, the sitting member should sit for his 
portrait, and they would pay the expense of it. 

Was that at a general meeting, or at a meeting of the directors? — It was a requi- 
sition, signed by a considerable number of the members of the body. 

Was the vote by the directors, or the body at large? — I think by the directors, 
without an application to the body ; I was. not one of the directors that year. 

[The witness withdrew.'] 

[The following letter was delivered in , and read.] 

“ Sir, “ Nerot’s Hotel, June 21st, 1822 

“ I have had the honour to receive the resolution of the Select Committee on 
Limerick taxation, of yesterday’s date, requesting to be informed how soon it will 
be in my power to furnish the Committee with the information they require, by the 
orders already served upon me. In answer to which, I beg to repeat what I had 
the honour of stating in my last communication to the Committee, that I have no 
means now of making out the accounts they require, nor could I, either with fair- 
ness to the Committee, the corporation of Limerick, or myself, make them out any 
where but at Limerick, where I have all the vouchers to refer to ; as soon after 
I return there, as the nature of the case will admit of, I shall not fail to furnish the 
accounts required. In the mean time, I can venture to state, upon recollection, 
that for the five years I have been chamberlain, the outgoings for account of the 
corporation has exceeded the income. 

“ I have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient servant, 

“ The chairman of the Select Committee (Signed) “ Gort.” 

on Limerick taxation.” 



Jovis, 27 ° die Junii, 1822 . 

THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



Mr. Edward Parker ; again Called in, and Examined. 

BY whom is the present chamberlain of the city of Limerick appointed ? — By the 
common council. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether that is the usual mode of the election of 
a chamberlain? — I never knew of any other mode. 

The chamberlain is an annual officer ?- — Yes. 

Is that the mode in which the present chamberlain has been always appointed ? 
— Yes. 

Have you never heard of any other mode of election besides that of election by the 
common council ? — Since the opposition commenced, I have heard of a court of 
D’Oyer Hundred being formerly held. 

Have the kindness to produce the old book of the acts of the general assembly, or 
court of D’Oyer Hundred of Limerick. 

[The witness produced the book.] 

What book is that ?■: — This appears to be an old corporation book. 

Did you find it among the corporation records ? — Yes, in my office. 

That has been in your custody as town clerk? — Yes. 

It was exactly in that state when you found it ? — Y es. 

617. The 
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Appendix The following entry was read from the same : — 

(A.) “ Monday, October 10th, 1763, being the second Monday of the DOyer Hun- 

- — : — J dred, the justices of the peace and receiver were elected and took the aforesaid 
Mr. oaths, subscribed the declaration, and took the oaths of their respective offices.” 
Edvard Parker. A similar entry read, Monday October 10th, 1768. 

(27 June A A similar entry read, October 12th, 1772. 

A similar entry read, October 7th, 1 776 ; “ chamberlain was elected, and took the 
oaths.” 

A similar entry read, the 12th October 1778. 

A similar entry read, October 2d, 1779. 

A similar entry read, October 9th, 1780. 

A similar entry read, October 7, 1782. 

A similar entry read, October 1 3, 1 783. 

A similar entry read, October 9, 1786. 

A similar entry read, October 12, 1789. 

A similar entry read, October 1 2, 1 790. 

A similar entry read, October to, 1791. 

A similar entry read, October 8, 1792. 

A similar entry read, October 7, 1 793. 

A similar entry read, October 13, 1794. 

How are the charter justices elected ? — By the council. 

Have you ever known them elected in any other way? — Never. 

You know nothing of those entries from those books at present in your charge * 



Have the kindness to bring the present book, relating to the elections of the present 
chamberlain, and the charter justices. 

[The witness produced the same.] 

There are no entries in this book of the elections of magistrates and the chamber- 
lain, at the court of D’Oyer Hundred? — No. 

There are no entries in that book of the swearing in, at the court of D’Oyer Hun- 
dred, of the chamberlain? — Indeed I believe not; I did not examine it for that 
purpose. 

Have the goodness to produce to the Committee the oath of the receiver or cham- 
berlain. 

[The same was read as follows.] 

“ The Receiver’s oath. — You shall swear, that you well and truly shall serve the 
mayor sheriffs and citizens of this city of Limerick, in the office of chamberlain or 
general receiver of this city ; and therein you shall do right to all manner of people, 
both poor and rich, in those things that touch your office ; the receipt of money due or 
belonging to the corporation of the city, you shall truly and diligently collect and safely 
keep, and to have always in readiness to the use, order and behoof of the said corpo- 
ration, whensoever occasion shall serve, and not waste or dispense the same, but 
make true declaration and account thereof, when and so often as you shall be thereunto 
required, without concealment, according to the credit and trust to you committed 
in this behalf. So help you God.” 

Can you inform the Committee whether that oath has been administered to the 
present chamberlain ? — I have no recollection of his being sworn. 

The office of chamberlain is an annual office? — Yes. 

You recollect the last annual appointment? — Yes. 

You recollect several annual appointments of chamberlain during your filling the 
office you now hold ? — I do. 

Have you ever known the chamberlain, on any of those appointments, to be so 
sworn ? — I can’t recollect it. 

The mayor is also an annual officer? — Yes. 

So is the recorder? — 'Yes. 

And sheriffs? — Yes. 

Are they sworn on their entrance into office? — The mayor, sheriffs and town 
clerk are sworn annually; I have known instances when the recorder has not been 
sworn. 

You recollect no instance in which the mayor, sheriffs and town clerk, have not 
been sworn ? — No. 

And you recollect no instance ip which the chamberlain has been sworn? — I never 
knew him sworn. 

tj The 
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The present recorder is sworn ? — I believe he has been sworn regularly- ■ 

Therefore, although the chamberlain’s oath is affixed to the bpok just produced, 
you have not, in point of fact, ever known that oath taken by the chamberlain?— 
No, I do not recollect being present when it was taken by the chamberlain. 

Is the charter justices oath regularly taken? — Yes, certaiuly. . 

Is the alderman’s oath regularly taken? — Indeed I believe it is; there might 
have bhen instances where an alderman has been appointed and not sworn ; I can- 
not recollect exactly whether there might have been an instance of that, but the 
charter justices are regularly sworn. 

Are the burgesses regularly sworn on entering into their office ? — That does not 
follow ; they may or may not ; Captain O’Grady is a burgess, and he has not been 
sworn ,* they may have been elected for several years, and not sworn. 

How are they elected into office? — A man may have been an honorary member, 
and not sworn. 1 ; • , • 

If an honorary burgess, so admitted, were to attend, and discharge his duties, 
would he not be first sworn ? — Certainly. 

All the freemen are sworn before they exercise their franchise ?— Yes, that is the 
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usage. 

Are the attornies sworn? — Yes. 

Is the serjeant at mace sworn ? — I do not think, in my time, there ever was one 
appointed ; but I believe they are all of them sworn. 

When they exercise the functions of their office, they are always sworn ?.— Yes. 

Can you show the Committee any one of those oaths, of an annual officer, which 
has not been taken in the course of the last year, except the oath of the chamberlain ? 
—The burgesses oath may not have been taken. 

That is not an annual office? — No ; I cannot mention any other. 

There is a committee of accounts appointed ; for the purpose of inspecting the 
accounts of the corporation ? — Yes. 

Are you a member of that committee? — No. 

Will you produce the book of that committee of accounts r 

[The witness produced a book.] 

What names are those subjoined to this book? — Those are the names of the 
committee of account. 

Some of these names are cancelled? — Yes. 

The name of Mr. Philip Russell is cancelled ? — Yes. 

On what account ?— On account of his death. 

The name of Mr. John Gabbit is cancelled? — Yes, for the like cause. 

The name of the Right honourable Lord Viscount Gort is cancelled ? — Yes ; I do 
not know on what ground now, but by searching the books there may be some entry; 

I do not recollect why he was struck off. 

The persons living, whose names are here, are the following : Mr. Henry 
D’Esterre ; who is he? — An alderman of the corporation. 

Is that the late recorder?— Yes. 

Who was examined before the House of Commons?— Yes. 

Mr. Ralph Westropp is another name ? — Yes. 

Is that gentleman a connection of the chamberlain’s? — Yes. 

What ? — His brother-in-law. 

Mr. John Vereker’s name is upon this ? — Yes. 

What connection is he ? — He is brother to the chamberlain. 

Mr. John Wallace’s name is upon the committee of account ; what situation does he 
hold? — He is a burgess of the corporation. 

What other situation does he hold ? — He is paymaster of the city militia. 

Who is the colonel of that militia ? — Lord Gort. 

Mr. Edmond Morony is a member of this committee ; was he lately the treasurer . 
—Yes. 

Is he still in office?— No. 

Mr. Fitzgerald Mahony and Mr. Alderman Gabbit, are also members? — Yes, they 
are ; I should observe, it is not my province to be present when the committee are 
sittiug ; I cannot speak, except from my belief. 

Can you show the Committee any entry of the amount of the receipts of the 
corporation in that book ? — No. 

That only contains then the account of the disbursements of the corporation . 
Only that. 

617, P Have 
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Have you any other book- relating to the accounts of the city of Limerick?- — I will 
look over the list ; I have a great number of books. 

Have you any book showing the receipts of the chamberlain ? — I have not. 

Have the kindness to bring the books of accounts for 1815? 

[The witness produced the same , and the council book of 1796.] 

Does this book contain any account of the receipts of the corporation ? — No. 

[The witness turned to some entries .] 

Have the kindness to state the amount of costs, which appear paid by the corpo- 
ration, on the 21st April 1815? — 2,409/. 185. 6 d. 

Paid to whom? — To different persons ; no, it was to Furlong and Chambers. 

In what suits ? — Relative to Mr. Tuthill, Mr. O’Sullivan, and Lord Glentworth, 
the three mandamus suits. 

Those were proceedings taken against the corporation, to enforce the admission of 
the son of a freeman, the sons-in-law of a freeman, and an apprentice to a freeman, to 
the franchise of Limerick? — Yes. 

Were those proceedings successful? — I believe so. 

Do you not know the individuals in question were sworn in ? — They were. 

The rights of the sons, and the sons-in-law, and apprentices of freemen, were 
also confirmed by two succeeding committees of the House of Commons ; were they 
not? — Yes. 

Were those costs paid out of the corporation revenues of Limerick?— I be- 
lieve so. 

Do you not know it ? — I was not present when they were paid. 

They appear on this book as paid ? — Yes, ordered to be paid, and I believe they 
were paid. 

Have the goodness to inform the Committee, whether the stamps, upon the ad- 
missions of freemen, are paid out of the corporation revenues? — I believe in most 
instances they were ; I was not present when they were bought. 

Turn to the entry of 15th of February 1813. [The witness ref erred to the same.] 
— “ 15th of February 1813; Resolved unanimously, That the following persons be 
and they are hereby admitted freemen at large of that city; and that, pursuant to the 
Stamp Act, their names be also inserted in the book of pound stamps, which has been 
provided for the purpose, and in which the members of the common council present 
shall sign their names.” 

How many freemen were on that day admitted ? — One hundred and nine. 

Please to turn to the entry of the 4th of January 1819 ?— - 
[The witness referred to the same .] 

This is it; “4th of January 1819; Resolved, that in pursuance of the resolution 
of this council, credit be given to the chamberlain in his account for the sums 
paid by him for stamps on the admission of freemen.” 

Have the goodness to produce the stamped entries of the admission of freemen. 

[The witness produced the same, and it was delivered in ,3 

Have you a list of the number of stamps in this book ? — I reckon the number of 
stamps in that book to be 25 1 stamps of 3 1. each. 

What is the expense ? — 753 l- 

Was that paid out of the corporation revenues of Limerick ?-r-I believe so ; I was 
not present when it was paid j I believe it was. 

Can you infom the Committee, whether the expense of stamps is paid indisr 
criminately upon the admission of every freeman, or whether it is paid only upon the 
admission of such freemen as are in the corporation interest ? — I have known in- 
stances both ways ; for instance, the freemen admitted on the 15th of February 1813, 
the whole batch were put on stamps at the time, before the book was signed ; and 
some did not exercise the franchise for a long time after that ; the Act was done at 
the moment, the day they were admitted. 

The question was, had you kuown instances in which individuals who had been 
admitted free upon the corporation books, were called upon to pay the expenses of 
the stamps when they were not considered in the corporation interest % — I have heard 
of it ; I was not present ; I have heard of such a thing happening. 

Have you ever known any individuals who appear admitted free by those cer- 
tificates, called upon to pay the expenses of the stamp duty ? — No. 

For 
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For instance, the staff of the city of Limerick militia, the officers, serjeants, band, 
drummers, the greater number of them are free of the city of Limerick ? — Yes, 
a great number. 

Were the stamps on their admission paid for under this resolution of council ? — 

I believe so. 

Have the kindness to read this order, 21st of October 1819. 

[ 77 /e witness read the same .] 

N° 3,057. “ Warrant to the Right Honourable Lord Viscount Gort, for 800 1 . 
sterling, being the costs and expenses attending the Limerick petition against the 
return of the Honourable J. P. Vereker, pursuant to the order of council of the 
28th June last.” 

That order is in your hand-writing ? — Yes. 

You signed the order corresponding to it, authorizing the payment? — Yes. 

Have the kindness to read to the Committee the entry from the council book, of 
the 4th of January 1819, which was your warrant for the issue of that order ? — 

[The witness referred to the book.] 

“ Resolved unanimously, That whereas it appears to this council, that subscriptions 
have been levied with great activity in all parts of the city, for the purpose of carry- 
ing a vexatious petition against the return of the Honourable Major Vereker ; and 
whereas the chief object of the petition is to try the right of this corporation to make 
non-resident freemen, and to oblige it to make others free which they do not 
conceive they are bound to do ; and, in fact, to try the very questions which this cor- 
poration have been engaged in law about ; Resolved, therefore, That our chamber- 
lain be directed to defend the said petition, as far as the rights of this corporation 
are involved ; and that he be allowed such sum as it shall appear to this council, in 
account by him furnished, that he shall have expended for the above purpose.” 

What names are subscribed to it? — Joseph Gabbit, mayor; Gort; Henry 
D’Esterre, recorder ; R. Westropp, Joseph Crips, A. Watson, Edmond Morony, 
J. Vereker, Philip Russell, Christopher Marrett, John Westropp, Henry Pierce 
Carrol, Thomas Ormsby, George William Stanmer, J. P. Vereker. 

Was that the sitting member for Limerick atJhat time ?— -Yes. 

How many more are there ? — Six more. 

Read them ? — John Wallace, J. B. Morris, William Gibson ; William Marcus 
Jackson, John M'Allister Taberner, sheriffs ; and Edward Parker, town clerk. 

Read the entry of the 28th June 1819? — “Ordered, 17, to the Right Honour- 
able Lord Gort, to reimburse him for the expenses and costs attending the Limerick 
petition against the Honourable Major Vereker, pursuant to the resolution in coun- 
cil to that effect, of the 4th of January last, 800/.” 

Is the resolution of that day signed by the chamberlain ? — Yes. 

Is that also signed by Major Vereker? — Yes. 

Have the kindness to read the resolution of the court of common council, of the 
29th of January 1817. 

[The witness read the same, as follows.] 

“ At a court of common council, held at Limerick, 29th January 1817, it was 
resolved, That the following members of this council be appointed a committee, to 
receive proposals for the different grounds and houses belonging to this corporation 
now out of lease ; and that they report to the common council their opinion as to 
the best mode of disposing of them, at a council to be held previous to the 25th 
day of March next ; from which time they will be let and possession given, if the 
value is offered, videlicet ; The mayor, recorder, sheriffs, chamberlain, Colonel 
Charles Vereker, Alderman Sir Richard Hart, Alderman Watson, Alderman 
Maloney, and Alderman Wilkinson.” 

Colonel Charles Vereker is now Lord Gort ? — Yes. 

Turn to the entry of 28th of June 1819?—“ 28th June 1819. It having been 
proposed by Lord Viscount Gort, to become tenant to several lots of ground and 
premises now out of lease, at Thomond Gate, Carr-street, Limekiln Concern, West- 
water Gate, Crotath or Garry Owen, Jobn-street, Pennywell Diocesan School, 
and elsewhere, on a lease of lives renewable for ever, at a rent to be valued and 
obtained by a committee of this council, to be appointed for the purpose ; 

6l 7- t C “Resolved, 



Appendix 




Mr. 

Edward Parker, . 



(27 June.) 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Edward Parker. 



(27 J.une.j 



60 MINUTES OT -EVIDENCE BEFORE, SEJiEGTr COMMITTEE 

“ Resolved, That we agree to let the said houses, awLplpts of gi$QP& to JM>rd 
Viscount Gort, at a rent which shall be ascertained by. the said committee, and that 
leases for three lives, renewable for ever, be perfected to him of the same. 

“ Resolved, That Alderman Joseph Crips, Alderman Marett, and John Wallace, 
burgess, be, and they are hereby appointed to value the said premises.” < v , 

Who are the committee? — Alderman Joseph Crips, Alderman Marett, and John 
Wallace. 

Then follows the valuation ? — Not on this day ; the valuation was subsequent. 

Turn to that ? — The valuation was the 1 1 th of October 1819. 

“ Pursuant to the resolution of this council, at their last meeting day, viz. the 
28th of June 1819, Christopher Marett, John Wallace, and Joseph Crips, esquires, 
having minutely examined into the value of the several properties in the said resolu- 
tion mentioned, proposed to be let to Lord Viscount Gort ; and having duly cer- 
tified to this council, as appears by the foregoing copy of their certificate, that a 
yearlysum of 67/. 7 s. 3 d. sterling, would be a fair and reasonable rent to be paid 
for the said several premises, on a lease for ever, or for lives renewable for ever, 
being thereof granted ; Resolved therefore, That in pursuance of the said former 
resolution, and the valuation so returned to us, that the lease be forthwith granted 
of the said several premises in the said resolution mentioned, to the Right Honour- 
able Lord Viscount Gort, for the term of three lives renewable for ever, or that a fee- 
farm grant thereof be executed by this corporation, at the option of his Lordship, 
commencing from the 29111 day of September last, at and subject to the aforesaid 
yearly rent of 67/. 7 s. 3d.” 

By whom is that is resolution for granting the lease to Lord Gort, of the property 
of the corporation, signed? — Joseph Gabbit, Gort, Henry D’Esterre, A. Watson, 
Philip Russel, C. Marett, Ralph Westropp, Thomas Wilkinson, A. Maloney, John 
Vereker, James O’Grady, John Westropp, Thomas Ormsby, Denis Fitzgerald Ma- 
hony, Matthew Hemmings, Charles Ormsby, William Gibson ; William Dell and 
William Marcus Jackson, sheriffs; Thomas Westropp, Daniel Gabbit, J. D. Bury 
Morris, Edward Parker, town clerk. 

As the town clerk you are a member of the common council? — I am a burgess of 
the corporation, exclusive of that. 

Do you attend the meetings of the common council ? — 'Yes ; except I am pre- 
vented by ill health or indisposition. 

Have you ever known at any of those meetings, a statement made of the income 
and receipts of the corporation of Limerick ? — Not in my presence ; I do not recol- 
lect. being present at any statement of the kind. 

You never saw any account furnished of the receipts of the corporation ? — Never ; 
if the Committee will allow me, I will tell them the usage ; it is to the committee of 
accounts that the chamberlain renders his accounts, not to the council at large. 

In the minutes of the committee of accounts you have produced, there does not 
appear any entry whatever, of what are the receipts and revenues of the city of Lime- 
rick ? — No, I believe not. 

How long have you been acquainted with the usages of the corporation of Lime- 
rick ? — Since I was appointed in 1811; I was not free of the Council before then. 

Had you any previous knowledge as to the usages and customs of the corporation 
before you became free yourself? — I was always brought up in the town clerk’s office ; 
my father was town clerk for many years. 

Has the mode of electing officers of the different corporation offices been altered 
in your recollection ? — No. 

Are they now appointed according to the antient customs of the corporation, to the 
best of your knowledge ? — To the best of my knowledge, they are appointed now as 
they ever were in mv memory ; I never knew any other way, but by the common 
council. 

Must not the appointment of any corporate officer be submitted to the lord lieu- 
tenant and privy council, before that officer can be sworn into the office ? — Certainty ; 
that is as to the mayor, sheriffs, recorder and town clerk ; there is always a certi- 
ficate of the elections sent to the Irish government for their approbation, before they 
can be sworn. 

Is the chamberlain returned to government? — No, not the chamberlain, nor the 
the charter justices. 

Will you tell the Comtnittee, how many charter days there are in June ? — One. 

Are you sure there are not two ? — One in June. 

'When 
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When is the other charter day ? — The second charter day is the second Monday 
after the 29th day of September, for the appointment of charter justices. 

If a claimant petitions in June or July, how long will he be kept before his claim 
is taken into consideration ? — If he petitions in July, I would think the next council 
that meets. 

In October? — Yes, or sooner ; the next council that meets is eligible to entertain 
the report of the committee, in my judgment. 

When a claimant puts in his claim to be admitted a freeman or otherwise of the 
city, what is the usual course of proceeding upon the part of the corporation ? — The 
usual course adopted latterly, was to refer them to the committee of the corporation 
appointed by the corporation on a certain day ; which 1 can point out if the Com- 
mittee wish. 

Turn to it ?— 

[The witness referred to iti\ 

The 8th of November 1821, that was the last day the committee sat. 

When was the first committee appointed ? — In the old books. 

That was the usual custom? — Yes, to refer them to the committee of council, 
appointed to investigate it. 

And that is now continued? — Yes. 

When do you state that the last committee for that purpose sat? — 

[The witness referred to a paper .] 

The 8th of November, I believe, to be the last day the committee sat ; I have 
the minutes here that were taken. 

Is there not a committee of accounts, who audit the chamberlain’s accounts once 
a year, and by whom every bill must be approved, before it can be paid ? — Cer- 
tainly that is the usage ; they are first audited by the committee, and afterwards 
ratified by a resolution of council, approving of and ordering them to be paid, 
before the order can be issued. 

' They are first audited by the committee, and then ratified by the council ? — Yes. 

Before they become payable? — Yes, and that order of the council is my authority 
for issuing the order. 

You stated, that there was a committee of accounts, and you gave the names of 
them ; were they chosen in the usual manner ? — Yes. 

You state, that the corporation paid two thousand and some odd pounds in 
defence of actions? — -Yes, I believe they did. 

Were they not, or did they not, by their resolution, at the voting of the money, 
declare themselves to be defending the antient usages and rights of the corporation ? 
—Yes. 

Were the body, who so voted that sum from the corporation revenues, authorized 
to expend that money ? — I believe so. 

The resolution, declaring the money payable, is signed at the head by Mr. 
Gabbit?— Yes. 

Is he any relation of Lord Limerick’s? — I have heard, and believe he is 
connected by marriage. 

Is he any relation of Lord Gort’s ? — No, not that I know of. 

He was mayor the year that the resolution was passed ? — Yes ; he was twice 
mayor; I think he was mayor in the year 1819, and in 1820. 

There was a committee appointed, for the purpose of ascertaining the value of 
some land in 1817, which was afterwards rented to Lord Gort ? — Yes. 

Was that committee named according to the usages of the corporation ? — Yes, so 
far as came within my observance ; I never saw it otherwise. 

You state, that the rent agreed upon in October 1819, was 67/. 05. 3d.? — Yes. 

And that the resolution, grantiug those lands at this rent to Lord Gort, was 
signed by several members of the common council? — Yes, it was. 

Was Mr. Joseph Gabbit’s name signed to it? — Yes. 

You state, that you never recollect any account, rendered by the chamberlain to 
the common council, of the receipts and revenues of the corporation ? — Never, in 
my presence. 

Do you ever remember the common council calling for such documents ? — 
Never. 

6 1? . 
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Do you consider the common council competent to call for such documents-?- — • 
I never saw an instance of it ; I do not know ; as to their competence, the chamber- 
lain has usually settled his accounts before the committee. 

In the event of the common council supposing that their revenues were misapplied, 
have they not the power to call for the receipts, as well as the expenditure ? — 
I think they could, so far as fny judgment goes; but I never saw an instance of it. 

Have the committee of accounts any other books, or records, or accounts, except 
those produced by you? — This is the existing committee of accounts book ; I be- 
lieve there is another older book; I believe they have no other book in then- 
possession. 

That is as to the expenditure? — Yes. 

As to the receipts? — I do not kndw anything of that; I am not one of the com- 
mittee of accounts, and do not attend their meetings generally ; what passes there is 
without my knowledge. 

You cannot state whether they have, or have not, any other or further accounts 
than those produced ? — I believe they have no other but this. 

Can you state positively whether they have or net ? — I cannot. 

You did not attend the committee of accounts ? — No, it is not part of my duty ; 
I believe there may have been a few instances of my taking down their resolutions 
to oblige the members ; but I had no right to doit; that is in my hand-writing. 

Except in those instances in which your hand-writing proves your attendance, you 
have been wholly ignorant of their proceedings? — Yes, entirely. 

Are the expenses of the corporation submitted annually to the committee of ac- 
counts ?■ — The custom, I believe, is for the committee of accounts to meet annually, 
to investigate the claims on the corporation. 

Do they submit the gross sums to the common council? — The proceedings of the 
committee are first entered into a book, and transcribed from that into this book, 
and they are read aloud in the council, and signed, which ratifies the accounts. 

That has been the practice in your recollection? — Yes, the invariable practice; 
and that order of council is my authority. 

You have stated, that sometimes the expenses of taking up freedoms were paid 
for, and at other times not ; has that continued to the present time ? — There have 
not been any appointed lately. 

Not since when ? — The last order for the admission of freemen was the 8th of 
October 1821, since which no order has been made. 

At that time were they all paid for ? — I believe, as nearly as I can recollect, there 
was no stamps put upon these admissions, they are merely put upon the book, not 
admitted free ; the words are, ordered that the freedom be granted. 

The distinction you draw, is, that when the corporation elected freemen, they 
usually paid the stamps for them ? — Yes, when they admitted them. 

On their admission, having been elected by the corporation as freemen, upon their 
admission they paid the stamps for them? — Yes ; there are three words made use of, 
“ Election — Admission,” and “.Granted ; ” the freemen that were admitted on the 
15th February 1813, were put on the stamps, the same day ; in other instances it was 
paid when they exercised the franchise. 

There were three persons who proceeded against the corporation by manda- 
muses ? — Yes. 

And who obtained their freedom in a court of law ?— -Yes. 

The corporation did not pay their stamps — No, they did not. 

The minute of the meeting of the committee of accounts of the 22d of February 
1813, is now before you ; in whose hand writing is that?— This is not in mine"; 
the whole of the account is in my hand-writing. 

Turn to the next entry, June 28th 1813? — Yes. 

Is that in your hand-writing ? — Yes, except the signatures. 

It is signed by the members of the committee of accounts ? — Yes, by all who 
attended -that day. 

Does that account contain any statement whatsoever of what were the receipts of 
the corporation of the city ? — No. 

Does the subsequent entry of the 28th June contain any such ? — No. 

You attended at both those meetings ? — So it appears. 

Was there any statement made, or any account furnished, of the receipts of the 
corporation as well as the expenditure? — Not that I can recollect; it does not 
appear here. 

Who was chamberlain at the time that the committee of account met to audit fhe 
accounts? — Lord Kiltarton. 

Uucle 
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U ncle to, the present chamberlain Sh-rYes. 

Who was present at the committee, of account at this meeting, to audit the 
accounts of the chamberlain ?— Lord Kiltartpq. 

Was he also present on the 28th June 1813 ?—Yes, he was. 

Can you speak of the usual course of proceeding with regard to claimants,; whom 
do you understand by claimants.?— Claimants for freedoms. 

Under what right?— Birth, servitude, and marriage. 

You have stated, that the usual course of proceeding with regard to such 
claimants, was to refer their claims to the committee ?— That was the antient 
course, as I have heard, and has been adopted of late; it was the antient course, as 
appears by the books, the existing course at present. 

When was that course first adopted, in your memory ?— There was a resolution 
flf council, appointing the charter justices, recorder, alderman Joseph Gabbit, and 
John Wallace, esquires, three of whom to be a quorum; they were appointed 
a committee of this council, to investigate the claims of the several persona petitioning 
for their freedom at large, and who are to report their opinion to this council con- 
cerning the same. 

When is this dated? — The 8th of October 1821. 

Is there any other instance, within your memory, of the appointment of such 
a committee ? — Not that I can recollect ; I do not recollect any. 

The following extract was read, from the answer of the mayor, sheriffs and 
citizens of the city of Limerick 

That there is not, nor has been time out of mind, an antient and laudable 
custom, or any custom used and approved of within th.e said citv, that every person 
being of the age of twenty-one years, and the eldest son of a freeman of the said 
city, hath a right in respect thereof to be admitted and sworn into the place and 
privilege of one of the freemen of the said city.” 



v/ 
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How long has there been any recognition, on the part of the corporation, of the 
rights by birth, service and marriage ?*— I believe since the decision of the Committee 
of the House here upon the election petitions. 

Therefore, the only instance in which the committee has been appointed has been 
the one referred to? — Yes. 

Will you have the kindness to produce the petitions of the individuals who last 
applied for the freedom of the corporation ? — 



[The zcitness produced some papers] 

The first of these is Mr. John Norris Russell ? — Yes, 

You are acquainted with him? — Yes. 

Did Mr. Francis Russell serve the office of sheriff?— I believe so. 

You have spoken of charter-days ; do you mean to state to the Committee that 
no freeman can be made except upon charter-days?— I do not. 

Have you ever known freemen admitted upon any but charter-days ? — I have. 
Frequently ? — Yes. 

How many charter-days are there in a year ?— Two. 

Have the kindness to turn to the entry of the 15th of February 1813. 

[The witness referred to the same.] 

I have it. 

Were there very many freemen admitted on that day ? — Yes. 

Above ten ? — Above a hundred. 

That was not an admission upon a charter-day?— No. 

Have the kindness to turn to the next admissions ? — [The witness referred to the 
same.y— June 28th was the next; that is a, charter-day. 

Turn to the next ? —[The witness referred to the same.] — The next was a charter 
day, I believe the 11th of October. 

Turn to tlie next?— The witness referred to the wmef- The next is the 24th 
January 18 14. 

Was that a charter day? — No. 

How many were admitted on that day ?— Some few, not many. 

Turn to the next ':—[The witness referred to the samf^- The next .admission 
appears to he the 7th of March. 

Is that a charter day? — No. 

6 > 7 - IIow 
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Hovv many were admitted on that day?- — Very few; only three, I believe. 

The 2$th January 1 %rf y is that a chan* da^?^— No. 

How many names of freemen are there ? — More than one hundred a good dead. 

Is it the usage of the corporation of Limerick to admit freemen upon any day 
whatsover on which the council may chance to be holden ? — Yes. 

Who has the power of summoning the council ?— I conceive that the mayor has. 

The mayor can call a council at his will and pleasure, as the head of the corpo- 
ration ? — I believe so. 

Produce the single sheet? — [The witness produced the same.] 

What is that? — That is a sheet containing the resolutions of the council when the 
books were last in England, June 1820. 

The following extract was read : — 

“ Resolved, that Mr. Mayor be requested to call a council upon some convenient 
day after the town clerk shall return from London with the books, in order that then 
our resolutions may be inserted in them in the presence of the said council, and that 
a report may be given to the council then assembled, of the proceedings that shall 
have taken place with regard to such petition.” 

In those resolutions it appears, that Mr. D’Esterre was elected recorder for the 
ensuing year, on the 26th June 1820; did Mr. D’Esterre serve the office of recorder 
for that year ?■ — No. 

How did he cease to be recorder? — There was a recorder appointed in his place, 
in consequence of an order from the Irish government to discontinue him. 

He was elected by the corporation, in consequence of an order from the Irish 
government ; he was not sworn in, and another gentleman appointed in his room ? 
— Yes. aiafej 3d 

Will you produce the petitions of the several persons claiming their freedoms i— 
[The witness produced a bundle of papers.] 

There are very many of those papers? — Yes. 

Has any individual who has so petitioned, been admitted to the freedom of Gme- 
rick ? — I believe there is ; amongst those there are petitions from Mr. O’Sullivan, and 
Mr, Barrington, who was admitted afterwards. 

Mr. O’Sullivan was admitted by mandamus? — -Yes, but I think Mr. Barrington 
is amongst these ; he was admitted by special favor. 

He petitioned as a right, and he was admitted by the corporation as of special 
favor ? — That I believe to be the fact. 

Have the kindness to inform the Committee, what the distinction of the stamp 
duty is, between admission as of right, and admission as of favor? — As regulated by 
the stamp act, it is £. 1 British, under the respective rights of birth, servitude and 
marriage, and £. 3 British by special favour. 

Can you show, by the production of the admission of Mr. Barrington, whether 
he was admitted upon a £. 1 stamp, or a £. 3 stamp ? — He was admitted on a £.3 
stamp. . -!, 0 , 0 y 

Therefore you cannot say that any one individual, claiming as of right, has been 
admitted under that claim of right by the corporation, except in the cases of man- 
damuses ? — I do not recollect an instance of it. 

Do you consider the admission of freemen upon council days to be a l§gal 
admission ? — I consider the admission is not completed until the freeman is put upon 
the stamp and sworn. 

The question applied to is the original election ; you described the freemen as 
consisting of three different stages; their election, admission, and granting; do you 
consider that the election of freemen on a council day, that is not a charter day, 
illegal ? — I do not. 

Do you consider it legal? — Yes, so far as that goes ; it is not complete ; it is the 
first step. 

Did the corporation always deny the right of birth, servitude and marriage, as 
a valid claim to admission to the freedom of the city ? — Always, in my memory, since 
I came into office, until the decision of the committee. 

1 Have all the petitions you have produced here been referred to the committee? — 
I believe not. 

Have any of them ? — I believe twelve or thirteen of them. 

Why have not the others been laid before the committee ? — It was by accident 
they came into my custody ; they were in the possession of Mr. Vereker when mayor 
of Limerick; they were put into a bag, and I got them from Mr. Murphy, high 
constable, and I have kept them. sojjunmoa 

r *fd Do 
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by suppressing their petitions ?^- Yes, I would if got them from the parties j they are 
handed to the mayor, not to me. ! -5 Madt otb 1 o E vr m woH 

; You appear to have concealed tlieta r— Oh, no. 

You state, that those petitions in no manner belong to your office? — I conceive 

npjftj pjjj avraaftm I< $ Jlortnos'idy ^"nmonraija 1 1 i^n ^ rfv° ft*!/™ 

Then explain whyjou have retained the custody of them? — It was a verv short 
time previous to the investigation of those claims 1 got the custody of those papers ; 
they were all brought to me by Murphy the high constable, with a variety of other 
papers, in a green bag; that is the way I got them, and I threw them into the bottom 
of my press. 

Did you ever look at them, to see what they were?— I declare I might have 
looked into one or two. 

. Can you give any satisfactory account to the Committee, why you did not band 
them over to the proper persons for holding them ?-*-That is the only account I can 
give of them. . 

The Committee want to know why you retained possession of them ?— I did not 
conceive it was my duty to act upon them. 

That was a reason you should have given them up to whosoever duty it was ? — 
They are all papers of 1816, 1817, and 1818. 

Those petitions never had been laid before the committee, to examine the validity 
of their claims ? — I believe not. 

Whose duty is it to lay those petitions before the committtee, to examine into the 
validity of their claims? — I believe the mayor’s ; he gets the custody of them, and 
he refers them to the committee. 

You got those petitions by accident, and intentionally you detained them ? — In- 
tentionally! I do not recollect whether I did it intentionally or not; they staid in my 
press ; I had no view in detaining them. 

Did you know what they were when you put them in your press? — There were 
a variety of others brought to me. 

Did you know they were petitions? — I did; I knew they were petitions for 
freedom. 

You did know they were petitions? — Yes; I never opened the bag till I was 
coming from Limerick, the other day ; I was told they were petitions for freedom, 
but I never opened them till just before I came away, and my motive for doing so 
then, was in obedience to the order of this Committee ; I was desired to make re- 
turns as to the petitions for freedom ; I made a search then, and found this bag ; 
I opened them, and got one of my clerks to arrange them and number them, and 
I returned them an account of the number of petitions I had in my possession. 

You never examined the bag till a few days before you came away? — No, 
never. 0 k- 

You only knew from another they were in the bag? — Yes, they were mixed up 
together with other papers, informations, and recognizances ; miscellaneous papers of 
that kind tied up. 

Papers belonging to your office? — No, to the then mayor, Mr. Vereker; they 
remained in the custody of Murphy, from the time Mr. Vereker w r ent out of 
office, till they came into mine. 

You were told by Murphy the bag contained papers not belonging to your office ? — 
Yes, I considered they did not belong to my office, except the informations; I ge- 
nerally keep in my office all informations and records of that kind. 

They were all in a bag? — Yes, mixed up together ; and when I was making out 
the return, 1 separated them. 

Did you not acquaint any person belonging to the corporation with your possession 
of that bag ? — Indeed, I do not believe I did ; it was very recently I got them, I be- 
lieve last October or November; it was immediately before the Committee sat, that 
Murphy brought me the bag, as I best recollect. 

When you got possession of the bag, did you know the contents of the bag? — I was 
told by Murphy, and I believed the fact to be so, that that bag contained petitions for 
freedom. 

•inf Did you know that any of those petitions had ever been referred to the committee ? 

-C7-I believed they never were. 

rfgf Did you know at that time ? — I believed that they never were submitted to the 
committee. 

©Q 617. R C Jd?urphy 
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Murphy told you? — He knew of it ; they came into the possession of Murphy, 
when the mayor went out of office ; and all the papers in the desk were put into the 
bag, and he brought them to me subsequently. 

You got them last October? — It was immediately before that committee sat for 
investigating the claims of freemen, as I best recollect. 

How long was it before that, that the mayor had gone out of office, who had pos- 
session of them ? — Nearly four years. 

Who was the mayor that went out of office immediately before? — Sir Christopher 
Marett. 



Who preceded him? — Mr. Gabbit. 

Who preceded him? — I can let you know by referring to this book; [The witness 
referred to the book.] Mr. Vereker. 

Who before him? — He was mayor for three years. 

What are the dates of those petitions ? — They appear to be dated during the time 
that Mr. Yereker was in office, 1816, 1817, and 1818. 

When did you get possession of them ? — October last, as I believe. 

When was it that the corporation received the decision of the committee of this 
House with regard to the eligibility of those claimants, by birth, servitude, and mar- 
riage ? — I do not know, except by the public papers. 

When did the committee sit here ? — I declare I do not now recollect. 

Were not you examined? — Yes, I was ; but I do not recollect the time. 

In what year? — In 1820. 

Then, after 1 820, you considered that the corporation were informed of the de- 
cision of this House, that such persons were eligible to be admitted as freemen ? — 
I do not know that they had any information, except what appeared in the papers. 

During the years 1816, 1817, and 1818, was there any right admitted ? — No, cer- 
tainly not ; on the contrary, the corporation denied it. 

How soon, after the decision was known, did the first committee sit to investigate 
the claims of freemen ? — I believe the first committee sat to investigate the claims in 
November 1821. 



There were twelve petitions you state? — Yes; thirteen, I think. 
Presented at that time? — Yes. 



How many of those petitions have been allowed ? — Here are all the minutes of 
the evidence taken before the committee, they were to report to the next council. 

Has the council sat? — No council has sat since. 



That is merely the minutes of evidence they had? — Yes. 

When did the last council sit? — There has no council sat since; next Monday 
they will sit. 

There were only thirteen petitions laid before that committee? — That was all. 

Had those petitions you now produce upon the table, been in the possession of the 
mayor, would they not have been laid before that committee, together with the thir^ 
teen ? — I am sure they would. 

Do you recollect at what time of the year the committee of this House sat, that 
pronounced that censure upon Mr. D’Esterre, which afterwards had him removed 
from his office? — In 1820. 

What time of the year ? — Something about this time of the year, the latter end 
of June or beginning of July. 

When is the corporation day for chusing the mayor? — The first Monday after the 
24th June, that is the charter day for the election of officers. 

Was Mr. D’Esterre in Limerick at the time he was re-elected? — No. 

Where was he at that time? — Here. 

In England? — Yes. 

At what period did the committee sit and report on these thirteen petitions ? — The 
last day was on the 8th November 1821. 

When did those other petitions come into your possession? — Immediately before 
the committee first sat, as 1 believe. 

Are you, as town clerk, the proper custos of records belonging to the corpora- 
tion? — Yes, of some of the records. 

You are the officer in whose hands they are? — Yes. 

Have you ever known any of those petitions brought before the common council by 
any mayor at any time ? — I have known the mayor to bring them into the council room. 

They were tendered by the mayor ? — Yes ; but not received. 

You are perfectly aware that the claim of birth, service and marriage were brought 
before the common council of the city, prior to the appointment of the committee of 
reference? — Yes. 

And 
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And you never knew a single individual admitted as of right, except tL&jindiyi- 
duals admitted under the mandamuses?— No. 

This petition of Mr. Russell’s is dated on the 6th March 1821 ; do you recollect 
this petition being submitted to the council, or tendered by the mayor ? — Indeed 
I do not know this individual one ; there is a note there that the then mayor made, 
“ Received the 2d May 1821;” Mr. Marett, he was then mayor. 

You say, you got those petitions in the bag? — Yes. 

Was that the bag of Mr. Vereker, when he was mayor? — Yes. 

Who succeeded him? — Mr. Gabbit. 

He was two years mayor ? — He was. 

And Sir Christopher Marett after him ? — Yes. 

He was one year mayor? — Yes. 

And Mr. Ormsby has been mayor since ? — Yes. 

Then you have had those petitions in your possession four years? — No. 

When did you get those into your possession? — Immediately before or after the 
committee sat, to the best of my recollection. 

When did you get them? — I got them from Mr. Murphy, and he said they had 
been in his possession ever since. 

Did he tell you what they were ?— Petitions for freedom, and a great many other 
papers, informations and recognizances, as well as that. 

And you have let them lie upon your shelf ever since ? — I never opened the bag 
till I opened it the other day, to make a return to the order of this Committee, and 
then I separated the petitions. 

You and Mr. Murphy have had the custody of those petitions for four years ? — 
I have had custody of them from immediately before the committee sat, and Mr, 
Murphy told me the bag remained in his possession since the bag came out of Mr. 
Vereker’s possession. 

Who is Murphy ? — The high constable. 

An officer of the corporation? — Yes. 

In what month did you receive this bag? — Either the latter end of October, or 
the beginning of November 1821. 

Was the green bag handed down from mayor to mayor : — No ; it is usual when 
a mayor is going out of office to clear out the bureau for his successor, and all these 
insufficient informations, or informations not acted upon, and useless paper, were 
put into this bag. 

And those petitions amongst them ? — Yes. 

What became of the clearing out of Mr. Gabbit’s bureau? — I do not know. 

What became of the clearing out of Sir Christopher Marett’s bureau ? — I do not 
know. 

What reason did Murphy assign for bringing the bag to you ? — I was directed to 
ascertain if any of those twelve or thirteen petitions were presented before, and then 
I made an inquiry about petitions ; I knew there was a number presented during 
Mr. Vereker’s mayoralty ; I spoke to Mr. Murphy, and he said I have a bag of 
papers, in which petitions, I believe, are. 

But you, on receiving that bag, never examined it ? — No ; I was taken ill imme- 
diately on the second day the committee sat ; 1 could not attend ; I attended the 
committee the first day, but the 8th of November I was sick. 

You were present at the first meeting of this Committee ? — I was. 

You have no reason to think that those different mayors, who had occuppied the 
station since Mr. Vereker was there, knew any thing of the existence of these papers ? 
— I believe not ; they were not in the press during Mr. Vereker’s successor’s time. 



Appendix 

m 



Mr. 
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Veneris , 28° die Junii, 1822. 

THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



Mr. Edward Parker, again called in ; and Examined. 

WHAT book is that which you hold in your hand ?- i -This is a query book. 

Does that, book contain an account of the different presentments made by the 
grand juries of the city of Limerfck ?— It does. 

Have 



Mr. 

Edward Parker. 
(28 June.) 
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Have you extracted from that book, an account of the presentments for Mr. Mo- 
rony ? — Yes. 

By whom are the grand juries of the city of Limerick appointed ? — B y the sheriffs. 

Who are the gentlemen generally summoned upon those grand juries? — A great 
number of the council, aldermen, and burgesses, and some persons who are not 
members of the council. 

Are they, or are they not, generally speaking, individuals who are considered 
agreeable to the corporation ? — Yes. 

You are acquainted with many of the principal merchants who reside in the parish 
of St. Michael’s? — Yes. 

Do you know many of those gentlemen of large property, and of great respec- 
tability, who have never, within your recollection, been summoned to serve upon 
the grand juries?: — I do. 

For instance, Mr. Kelly and Mr. Roche? — I never recollect their serving upon 
the grand juries. 

When was Mr. Morony appointed to the office of treasurer? — In the spring of the 
year 1811. 

How long was Mr. Morony continued in office? — I do not recollect. 

Was there an account stated and settled between the treasurer and the public, 
before the going judge of assize at spring assizes, 1818? — There was an account 
stated and settled, I believe, before the grand jury. 

There was a committee of the grand jury appointed, was there not ? — Yes. 

Is that account signed by the treasurer? — Yes; there is here a copy of it. 

What balances appear due from the treasurer on the face of that account? — On 
the face of this account, there appears to be a balance of 2,500 1. 

And on the face of another account, what appears to be due ? — f. 2,500. 

Is that account signed by Mr. Morony, the treasurer? — Yes. 

And is it also signed by Sir William Smith, the going judge of assize? — Yes. 

Acknowledging that balance to be due ? — Yes. 

Those balances are due to the consolidated fund ? —So it appears by the account. 

Turn to the account of the year 1819, and find, whether Mr. Morony is still con- 
tinued treasurer ? — So it appears by this book. 

Did Mr. Morony, subsequently to that balance, continue in office, or not ? — It 
appears that he did. 

Turn to the order of court made by the judge of assize at spring assizes, 1820 ; is 
that your name affixed to it ? — It is. 

What order did the judge then make? — “ Ordered by the court, that Edmond 
Morony, late treasurer of the county of the city of Limerick, do account upon oath, 
on the first day of the next assizes, for all sums received by him on the foot of the 
several presentments made by the grand jury of the county and city of Limerick, to 
reimburse the government for the sums advanced by them to make the new Tippe- 
rary road, and the new gaol ; and that he do attend on the said first day of the 
assizes, with all books of accounts and other documents relative to said presentments, 
and the levying thereof.” 

That is an order to account at the next assizes? — Yes. 

Did Mr. Morony so account ? — No. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether that balance remains due, or whether it 
has been paid ? — I believe it has not been paid. 

Is that the amount of the presentments for Mr. Morony ? [A paper being handed 
to the witness ] — Yes. 

[It was delivered in, and read, as follows:] 

“ Amount of several presentments to Edward Morony, for 1812, 1813, 1814, 
1815, 1816, 1817: — 

£. s. d. 



Spring assizes 1812 

Summer assizes 1812 

Spring assizes 1813 

Summer assizes 1813 

Spring assizes 1814 

Summer assizes 1814 

Spring assizes 1815- 

Summer assizes 1815 - 

Spring a&izfes 1816 - - 

Summer assizes 1816 

Spring assizes 1817 

Summer asfflzes-1817 peaY— Vib 



158. 18. o. 
156. 11. 8. 
205. 1. 6 
245. ii. 2 
224. 12. 6 . 
257. 18, 6 . 
212. 16. I 
186. 12, 1 
.25. 14. ( 
i'9- 3- 3 

f SWpl 

43- 10 . Vila. 
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aarrcMwn&OT taxations 

Wili^bd 'IfaWb tfhd ; goodtiesi to t ifm to the presentments for M^Motooyi'fertspf jhg 
1813; does it appear that the sum of 56/. 175. 6 d. was presented in that? year to*. 
Mr. Morawjr reimburse him forfiis expenses ingoing to Dublin to:receive»mohey v 
fl»M|)lll> liuildiyt* fciljflj ni lift noqu banommue vlhmaeg noai3ijnon arfj oriW 



Mr. Morowy tb' reimburse him for his expenses in going to Dublin to ireceWioohey w ^ J 

th m g tl h tud i wn yfr-^Y^s.Pfcodt noqu foenomnuie ^Uinsaag necnsllnrro sdj ma oriW 4(r. 

At the^tfiOfebss there is. Mother presentment for the same sum, is there no# tew? P-faqrA Parker, 

I cannot find any other entry of the same amount and description. aril 'to siadraaci ^8 j lina .) 

In summerassizes 1814, d<J you find a similar entry for the expenses of some,'- to 
Dublin, $ 6 L 17 s. 6 d .? — Yes. 0 

What office do you hold, besides that of clerk of the peace ? — I am town clerk,' ah d 
clerk of the Crown. 

As cleric of the Crown, is not one of the duties of your office, as connected with 
presentments, attending in court ? — Reading them aloud. 

Are yqu aware of any Act of Parliament, which warrants the presentments that 
you have just read ? — No. 

Are you awqre, whether any, and what presentments have been made for providing 
a place for keeping the arms and accoutrements of the permanent staff of the city of 
Limerick militia ? — There have been presentments made, certainly, for that object. 

ilave flie goodness to extract from the books, an account, from the year 1816, to 
the present time, of the presentments made for providing a place for keeping the 
arms and accoutrements of the permanent staff of the city of Limerick militia ; were 
two suing of fifty guineas presented for Morony, spring 1813 ?— 

Extract from the books: “An Account, from the year 1816, to the present 
time, of the presentments made for city Limerick staff : 

£. s. d. 

Sprmg assizes 1816, for the staff keeping the arms andT o 
accoutrements, &c. - - - - - - J 99' l8 ' 7 ' 

• SprMtg'.afe'sizes 1817, for like purpose - 78. 2. 3. 

Spring assizes 1818, for like purpose - - - 80. 18. 3. 

- .Summer assizes 1818, for like purpose - 50. o. o. 

Spriug assizes 1819, for like purpose - - - * 75- o. 0. 

Spring assizes 1820, for like purpose - 73. o. o. 

Summer assizes 1820, for like purpose - - - - 50. o. o. 

Spring assizes 1821, for like purpose - - - - 50. o. o. 

Summer assizes 1821, for like purpose - - - - 8. 17. o. 

. Spring assizes 1832, for like purpose - - - - 75, o. o.” 

presentment 5 have been made on account of rent, taxes, and incidental 

repairs. 

Who resides in that house ? — I do not exactly know who resides in it ; I do not 
think any of the officers reside in it. 

Do the staff qf the city of Limerick reside in that house, for which rent is paid by 
the public ?— No, I think not. 

Are the arms or accoutrements deposited there?— I do not know. 

Do you know where the staff of the city of Limerick do reside ?• — I believe they 
reside about the town. 

Is there billet money given for their residence elsewhere ? — Not to my knowledge; 

I never-Jieard that before. 

But in point of fact they do not reside in the house for which those presentments 
are quad e ?— No, I think not, to my knowledge ; I do not believe they do. 

Are those your returns ? [A paper being handed to the witness .]— They are. 

Is that ypur name ? — It is. 

Was this return also made by you ? — Yes. 

[ Vide Appendix.'] 

Does this contain a true account of your emolument as clerk of the Crown and 
clerk of the peace? — Yes. 

You stated yesterday, that it was competent to the common council, to call upon 
the chamberlain for an inspection of his accounts, if they should tbiuk fit to do 
sc > ■ — I think so ; but I never saw an instance of it. 

Can you inform the Committee how the common council is appointed ? It is 

resolved unanimously, that A. B. and C. be elected, &c &c. &c. 

Who elects ?r— The council. 

It is then a self-elected body? — It is. 

You attend the councils as town clerk ? — Yes ; a great many 

S Who 
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Appendix Who proposes the. members that are to be added to the number of that council ? — 
(A.) I beg leave to observe, that I have taken, an oath of secrecy, as a burgess, wluch 

„ ' I will show to the Committee; after which I am sure they will not ask me any 

Mr. questions upon that subject* or any other connected with the private proceedings of 
Edvard Parker, the council. 



(28 June.) [The witness exhibited the same, and it was read, as follows :] 

“ Burgesses Oath. 

“ You shall swear that you well and truly shall serve our Sovereign Lord the King, 
and his heirs and lawful successors, and the mayor, sheriffs and citizens of this 
city, each in the respective office of one of the burgesses thereof ; and as such, you 
shall minister equal justice to the poor and rich, after the best of your cunning, 
wit and power, and also shall well and truly observe, perform, fulfil and keep all 
such good orders and rules as are or shall be made, ordered or established by the 
common council of this city, for the good government thereof, in all things to you 
appertaining : And you shall not utter or disclose any counsel or secret tiling or 
matter touching the fellowship or corporation of this city, whereby, any prejudice, 
loss, hindrance or slander shall or may arise, grow, or be to the same corporation. 
But you shall in all these things belonging to the said corporation, faithfully, 
honestly and indifferently behave yourself, for the most benefit, worship and credit 
of this city and the inhabitants thereof. So help you God." 

How was this oath established ; under any Act of Parliament, or merely by 
a by-law of the corporation ?— I do not know ; the book which contains it was 
handed down to me ; my father was in the same situation for a number of years. 

You do not know whether it is prescribed by the charter or not, or by any by- 
law ? — I really do not. 

Is that oath administered to every burgess ? — Yes. 

Not to you particularly, as town clerk? — No; but there is an oath of office be- 
sides, administered to me annually, as town clerk. 

Do you conceive that, by that oath, you are bound to refuse answering any 
questions put by this Committee, with regard to the conduct of the common council 
of the city of Limerick? — I do with great respect think, that in consequence of 
having taken that oath, I should do wrong if I was to disclose any secret thing that 
passes in council. 

Do you conceive that the question which has been put to you, is a question 
“ whereby any prejudice, loss, hindrance or slander, shall or may arise, grow, or be 
to the corporation r” — I do not think I should be justified in answering the question; 
I hope the Committee will not press it. 

Is the chamberlain of the city of Limerick the person who proposes the burgesses 
for election ? — That is nearly the same question which was put to me before. 

Do you decline answering that question ? — I do not think I am justified in 
answering those questions respecting what passes within the council room, in 
council assembled. 

You, having already stated to the Committee, that the burgesses are unanimously 
elected, and having thereby informed the Committee of one fact which passes in the 
council, how do you reconcile to yourself your declining to answer a question with 
regard to another fact ? — Nothing can arise from that ; no prejudice to the corpora- 
tion can arise from that. 

By several Acts of Parliament, you are bound, as town clerk, to give inspection of 
the corporation books, and to furnish lists of freemen, on legal demand, are you 
not? — Yes. 

And very frequently demands have been made upon you for that purpose?— Yes. 

Have you ever refused to comply with those Acts of Parliament? — I do not know 
whether I refused, but I virtually refused by not complying. 

What have you stated on those occasions, when you have virtually refused by. not 
complying? — I declare, I do not remember the precise words; I have given a great 
number of lists. 

Do you know the hand-writing of Mr. Barrington ? — I do. 

Will you read over that memorandum. — [A paper being handed to the witness.]— 
Is that a correct account of what then occurred ? — Yes ; I suppose so. 

ffiwmdelivered in, and.read,]: mifio j 

For whom did you consider yourself a trustee ? — The common council. 

Did you co nsider yourself as a trustee for any one individual of that common 
council? — I did, certainly. 
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Who was that individual ?— The chamberlain generally advised me on those 

<kfitU»k)JJ80Jpud £ Ch. /pop'33 hi dt-BO OB I 9VT9gdO OJ 3VB91 39ll I 

Was it by the advice of the chamberlain that you refused compliance with that Act 
of Parliament, or virtually refused by not complying ?— Generally it was. 

In what way is the committee of accounts appointed ? — They are appointed by 
the council. 

The accounts are submitted to that committee by the chamberlain ? — Yes. 

How often are the committee changed? — I do not know of any particular time; 
they are appointed from year to year, and sometimes added to. 

It having been suggested, that the control of the parish of St. Michael’s should be 
put under the direction of the grand juries of the city of Limerick, do you conceive 
that that would be an alteration of the law, which would be acceptable to the people 
of Limerick? — I do not think it would be acceptable to the majority of the in- 
habitants of the parish of St. Michael, but I think that the part of the town that 
bears the burthen of the grand jury taxes is very much aggrieved, in consequence 
of the poverty and declining state thereof. 

Do you conceive the grand jury of the city of Limerick, as at present constituted, 
to be a fair and equal representation of the property and intelligence in the city of 
Limerick? — Hte-ftst. Yes, 1 do. # 



Appendix 

w 



m. 

Edmird., Parker. 



(28 Jupe.) 



* See Report, 
P- >4. 15. 



Luna;, 1* die Julii, 1822. 
THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



Mr. Edward Parker, again called in; and Examined. 

WHEN you were last examined, you stated to this Committee, that you felt yourself Mr. 
restrained by your oath, as a burgess, from answering the questions then put to you? Edward Parker. 
■ — Yes. 

Do you still conceive yourself to be so restrained ? — I do. '* " y ‘ 

j you recollect the present Bishop of Limerick being elected a burgess ? — 

Was he sworn in ? I will state it to the Committee; shortly after the Bishop of 
Limerick was appointed, he was elected a burgess of the corporation ; then the next 
council that met, he received a summons to attend ; I was there before the council 
met ; I was writing at the table ; and he came to me, and asked me, if there was not 
a certain form of oath to be administered to burgesses ; I said there was ; he asked 
me to show it him ; I did; says he, I must decline sitting in council, for I will never 
sit where an oath of secrecy is required of me ; and the bishop never attended since ; 
he declined taking the oath. 

Then you consider that he declined taking that oath, because he considered, that 
if he took it, he would be bound to keep the secrets of the council ?— Yes. 

^ ou stated, that Lord Gort directed you to withhold some accounts, or papers, or 
something? I stated, that Lord Gort generally advised me, as to the conduct 
I pursued, when an inspection of the corporate books was demanded of me. 

Do you not know, that at that time he was advised by counsel so to direct you 5 - — 

I do. J 

Was a bill filed in the court of Chancery by Mr. Tuthill against the chamberlain, 
to oblige him to account? — Yes. 

Was that unsuccessful? — It was. 

Was the plea put in in behalf of the chamberlain, that he was not bound to 
account to any one, or to any body, but the corporation ?— Yes, I have 
heard that. 

Was that allowed by the court of Chancery ? — I believe it was. 

Were you professionally acquainted with those pleadings ? — No. ^ 

How did you obtain your knowledge on the subject?— By hearing it in Limerick • 
being an officer of the corporation, I heat all those things. 

Was there any connection between the pleadings iq the coujrt Qf ( Chancery ^and 
your refusal to furnish the lists of freemen?— I declare I am not prepared now to 
answer that ; I think not ; I do not see what a plea in Chancery could have to do 
with lists of freemen. (“uwwjb? X^-Tionuffj 

&, 7- Yea 
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You have stated what the pleadings were in that suit, do you know when it 
ceased?— No, I do not ; it was only just the ^ehei-al idea that was tlreh afloat 
about it. aot m absra m hneiuob sdT — ‘jihafo-owof arfj 

Do you know when it began 3 — Indeed I do not recollect tfe precise time: it was 
some time in 1 81 6 or 1 8 1 7, I think, 'fn oi Ji guild yfioi Ji ,3m of awodi » Jfiooiuocfe 

You recollect when Mr. Tuthill ceased to be politically connected with the 1 cit^r 
of Limerick, ceased to be contending for the representation ?— Either in 181 7 or 181 8. 

Can you inform the Committee whether many of your refusals to comply with 
the statute in furnishing lists of freemen, or allowing the inspection of books’, have 
not taken place subsequent to the time of those proceedings with Mr. Tuthill?— I am 
not sure that I did not furnish the lists of the freemen, the refusals were as to the 
inspection of books. 

I here was no connection between the Chancery suit and your refusal to comply 
with the statute ? — I really do not know. 

How do you know Lord Gort, the chamberlain, was so advised by counsel? — I re- 
collect that he was advised by counsel, and so was I, in another point of view, that 
the Act of Parliament under which the demand was made, did not apply at all ; it was 
the thirty-sixth of the late king. 

How were you acquainted with the chamberlain being advised by counsel on that 
subject? — He told me so. 

Did the chamberlain tell you ? — He did. 

Have you any other means of knowing that he was so advised by counsel, except 
his own statement to that effect? — No. 

Did you ever see an opinion given by counsel to that effect?— No, not in 
writing. 

Did you yourself obtain any opinion from counsel to that effect? — I obtained 
a verbal opinion from counsel. 

Who was the counsel?— Mr. D’Esterre; it is the seventy-third section of the thirty- 
fifth of the late king, and it says, that any mayor, bailiff, town-clerk, or other officer, 
having a right to return members to Parliament, shall, on the requisition of any can- 
didate, agent or freeman, allow the inspection of corporate books, on payment of 
one shilling each entry ; and it was held, the power of returning a member for the 
city of Limerick, is vested in the freemen and freeholders. 

Was that Mr. D’Esterre the late recorder of Limerick ?— Yes. 

Was he recorder at the time he advised you? — Yes. 

Did you not, in point of fact, frequently admit the legality of the demand, that 
you were bound to furnish the lists of freemen, and allow the inspection of the 
books; but stated, that you, acting as the trustee of others, were obliged to decline? 
—Oh ! certainly ; but that was the only Act of Parliament, under which authority, 
I recollect the inspection of the books demanded from me. 

Can you give the Committee any information regarding the orders for payment to 
the widows belonging to the almshouses r — They are generally issued on the day 
upon which they purport to become due, 

Can you give the Committee any information whether those orders, so issued, are 
paid?— I believe they are paid up to the 25th ultimo; I believe so, because I left 
the orders with a view that they should be paid. 

Have you had any complaints made to you by the widows in those almshouses, 
that they did not receive payment for the orders which you gave for them ? — Not 
lately. 

At what time ?— I do not recollect what time; I believe I have heard them say there 
has been a delay in the payments, but I do not recollect at what precise time. 

In point of fact, complaints have been made to you by the widows in those alms- 
houses, that the corporation orders have not been paid ?— It was rather a remon- 
strance complaining of the delay. 

Have you known that occur more than once ? — I do not know; I believe once or 
twice; I am sure I heard it once, either once or twice. 

A paper handed to the witness. — Will you look over that ; is that correct? — Indeed 
I believe it to be correct. 

That was a demand made upon the 11th of March on you?— Indeed I be- 
lieve so. 

A demand made on you in the words of the thirty-fifth of George the Third? On 

the statute I allude to. 

“ Mr. Parker refused to permit the inspection of books, or to give any answer, but 
said, what was right would be done ; he was pressed for a direct answer, but refused 

to 
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to give any, refusing to give inspection; he admitted the demand, and tender made 
pursuant to the said Act;” was that demand made in the street, or in the office of 
the town-clerk? — The demand was made in the street. 

But various demands were made of you, in your office, to the same effect^— If any 
document is shown to me, it may bring it to my recollection ; I have no doubt it was 
the case. 

There were some ancient corporation books prior to the commencement of the 
council books ; have you ever heard of such books?— I have heard of them. 

Are they in your possession? — No; the ancient council books are not in my pos- 
session, nor any book containing the resolutions of council antecedent to 1 746/ 

Do you know where they are? — No. 

Have you ever seen them ? — Never. 

Your father was town-clerk? — He was. 

Did you ever hear from him where those books were? — Never 

Were you examined in a court of justice, at Ennis, with regard to the affairs of 
the corporation of Limerick? — Yes. 

How did you reconcile it to your conscience, to give evidence at Ennis when you 
were bound by the oath of a burgess, which you have read to the CommS!! 
1 do not recollect giving any evidence of council proceedings; I did not - I was 
asked a very few questions. * was 

Were you a burgess at the time you were so examined?— A burgess ? 

Yes; were you town-clerk at the time you were so examined ?- 1 was town-clerk 
n,’,™ ““ that you in office, or that you were disfranchised for the 

purpose ?— I was disfranchised of my office as a burgess, to enable me to give evi- 
(fence, by an order of council. s 1 

And the moment you had given evidence, you were reinstated ?— Not the moment 
some time after ; I cannot tell now. moment, 

\°u were disfranchised for the purpose of meeting the legal objection?— Anil 

f Ihn M h erS te ‘ deS IT ; 1 was . asked ve T few questions indeed j I do not think 
I should have answered any questions relating to the secrets of the council • it was 
to remove my incompetency as evidence. 

Ca n you inforni the Committee whether there were not very many complaints with 
regard to the difficulty of registering freeholders in the city of Limeriek?-I know 
there were many complaints. J L • 1 

And there was a petition on that subject?— Yes 

passed ’ oUigins masistrates to hoidcour,s 

Since which there have been no complaints? -No complaints. 

Martis, 2" die Julii, 1822 . 

THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 
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Mr. 

Edward Parker. 
(i July.) 



Mr. Joseph Massey Honey, again Called in ; and Examined. 

™,hR ILL . y ° a the goodness to inform the Committee, whether any, and what J ' U ~ MrrK >- 

feriZif^T W? . < r hamber °, f C ° mmerce 0n ** b “°"4 tenants „ (a July.) 

^ had better state the origin of our dealing with the corpo- 

ration. Several years ago, I believe about 1 8o8 or 1 809, I am not quite sure which 
wT m 6 ‘? iddle ° f and it was found that very 

there sohi Ind ■ St -° Pped “i the difforen,: '"'ranees imo ‘own, «nd were 

maAet nnn d ( PO r 11 l !. nqUlry ’“ foU,ld ’ thatthe country people avoided the 
of the extortion of the toll-gatherers at the potatoe markets ; and 

made an ^noW ° f C . om,n f 5 e took the matter in consideration, and 

made an application to the corporation of Limerick, requesting them to give np the 

‘i he remamder of thal season, and whatever sum they should be 
merttewn r u Und ? the per3 °? t0 ' vhom they had 3et tl,e tolls - the Chamber of Com- 
R mlohT ^ re ‘ ml ! urse out of ‘hem O'™ funds, as well as I recollect ; we supposed 
aboutMwT'i ab i? Ut n 0/ ’ for “ was near the end of the semmer, and it is P from 
that theChmbf S 10118 are hdr™- The corporation declined that, but suggested, 

,,*17: 'hi »mber,q{,C(M* 9 «cs might become, ; ttie,next^ year, tenants of the tolls, and 
h regulate 
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Appendix regulate them as they thought fit ; the subject was taken into consideration by the 
(A.) directors of the Chamber of Commerce, and it was concluded, that it might be a use- 

' ful measure to make the bargain for one year, (on trial,) with the corporation of 

Mr- Limerick, for all their claims of gateage, custom, toll weighing money, and every 

/. M. Hervey. thing, in fact all their demands upon corn and potatoes. We were to relieve the 

(2 July.) article of potatoes entirely from any charge ; there were several charges, consisting 
of toll, custom and weighing-money, which fell heavy upon that article. I do not 
know how much it amounted to, but it was a heavy charge, and one which the 
country people complained of. As I have stated, the directors concluded it would 
be a good measure to make the experiment for one year, to take all these tolls and 
customs from the corporation, for the purpose of relieving potatoes altogether, and 
for the purpose of preventing the frequent disputes that took place between the far- 
mers and the corporation toll-gatherers. It was understood mutually between the 
merchants and the corporation, and had been for several years before, that all corn 
bought for exportation should be free of toll, and only liable to the custom of one half- 
penny per statute barrel for gateage ; but all corn used for the consumption of the town, 
whether by bakers, millers, brewers, distillers, housekeepers, or any others, in fact 
all that was not bought for exportation was liable to toll and custom; notwithstand- 
ing this, the toll-gatherers frequently made demands on the corn bought for 
exportation, which the country people were sometimes obliged to pay, though they had 
the merchants’ toll tickets, and both the magistrates of Limerick and the merchants 
were very much troubled with the disputes of the toll-gatherers and the country peo- 
ple on the subject of corn bought for exportation, and which was understood to 
be free. We therefore made an agreement with the chamberlain of the corporation, 
who, I believe, was then the late John Prendergast Smyth, esq. (afterwards Lord 
Gort,) for all their claims of toll, custom, gateage, and every thing of that sort, affecting 
every species of corn, grain and potatoes. We published information by printed 
hand-bills to the farmers, of our having made such an agreement for one year, and 
that the merchants would stop from such farmers as chose to sell their corn to them, 
the rates payable to the corporation upon corn sold for home-consumption : that we 
would make no charge whatever upon potatoes coming to market, but pay the weigh- 
masters of the different market places, and all other expenses attending the potatoe 
markets. This information was received by the farmers with manifest tokens of 
approbation ; many of them said they would rather pay those charges to the mer- 
chants, by having them deducted from their corn-tickets, for the purposes for which 
we made this agreement, than have the nominal freedom from toll, &c. upon the com 
they sold to the merchants for exportation; that agreement was only for one year, 
but it has been renewed every succeeding year by mutual consent of the directors for 
the time being, and the late chamberlain and the present chamberlain, and we pay 
them the sum of 1,500/. annually. 1 J 

Since that arrangement has been made, have there been any complaints on the sub- 
ject of the receipt of toll upon corn in Limerick ? — I do not recollect any com- 
plaints on the part of the farmers, except from some gentlemen who were freemen of 
the corporation, and who, under that pretext, thought they ought not to be charged 
any thing, and to such we uniformly said, we have done this for the public good, 
and we will not buy corn from any person who does not choose to submit to & that 
deduction. 

Have the directors, of the Chamber of Commerce, as a body, any mode whatso- 
ever of enforcing the payment of those tolls, except by resolving not to buy corn from 
any individual who objects to the payment of such toll?— They never have resorted 
to any such means ; but I suppose, if they chose to apply to the corporation, that 
they would give them whatever assistance they conceived themselves entitled to do, 
but as an individual member of the body, I always gave my decided opinion against 
resorting to any such means ; if we met with opposition, or if we found it to be unsatis- 
factory to the farmers, we would drop it at once. 

In point of fact there has been no instance? — Never; except that I now re- 
collect one gentleman of considerable consequence, and I believe a friend of the 
corporation, who probably knew nothing of the agreement, did object to the toll 
being taken upon some corn of his that was sold to a merchant, and did threaten to 
take legal proceedings against the merchant for having stopped a few shillings for 
those charges upon his corn; and the steps that the directors thought it most eligible 
to take, were to request a member of the Chamber of Commerce, who was also either 

a member 
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a member or a friend of the corporation, to explain the matter to him ; it was 
accordingly explained, and no prosecution was instituted in consequence 
What is the annual amount of the tolls received by the Chamber of Commerce > 
— iiiat must vary considerably. 

What is the largest receipt that has ever been in one year ?— As I had no idea 
of being asked those questions, I did not bring any memorandums with me but 
1 believe we have had between two and three thousand pounds some years 
You have a very considerable profit?— We have; and we use that profit as we 
can show by our accounts, for the public benefit. 

£• the rent which you always pay ? — Yes ; it never varies. 

And you receive between two and three thousand ?— Yes ; I believe one year we 
had not much more than we paid ourselves, perhaps not above two thousand. 

You never increased the amount of toll upon any article ?— Never. 

And you diminished it in one article ? — Yes ; by freeing potatoes from all charges • 
prior to our agreement, there was an understanding between the merchants of Lime- 
rick and the corporation, before we had any Chamber of Commerce, that all corn 
brought into Limerick for exportation, and so certified by the merchant buying it, 
that it was for exportation, was free from the toll, and only liable to pay one half- 
penny per barrel gateage. 

What is the nature of the tolls ; are they for standing in the market, or merely 
market tolls. Market tolls; I believe it was in the ancient charter an ale quart for 
every statute barrel, but they have resolved that into money ; and the charges made 
by the corporation for all corn that they did not allow to be free, that is corn bought 
for the use of the city, was 3 d. for every barrel of wheat of 20 stone weight ; 1 id. for 
every barrel of barley of 1 6 stone weight ; and if d. for every barrel of oats of 1 4 stone 
wagut, which we take as a commutation ; and we specifically stated, that we did not 
demand it as toll or custom, but we asked the farmers to pay it to us as a commuta- 
tion, to enable us to free them from the vexatious disputes which they so frequently 
had with the toll-gatherers, and to free the article of potatoes from all charges 
whatever. 0 

Then there is gateage besides, is there not? — No, the gateage is included. 

Is there any storage or pickage, or anything paid for standing?— No, not by the 
Chamber of Commerce. J 

Are the tolls charged by the Chamber of Commerce the same as were charged by 
the corporation ?- — Yes. ° J 

Is there any lease made to the Chamber of Commerce? — No; we were in the 
habit of passing notes to the chamberlain for the amount. 

With whom is the agreement made? — With the chamberlain. 

How is that agreement completed ? — He comes to the meeting of the directors gene- 
rally before the time commences, we confer together, and he asks if we are willing to 
renew the bargain which we heretofore made, and we always say we are; and It is 
entered on our books that Lord Gort has attended, and we have agreed to renew 
the bargain for the tolls and customs of the present year at the usual rate. 

To whom are the payments made ?— Formerly, we used to pass four notes quar- 
terly to Lord Gort for the amount ; the last two years, instead of passing notes, we 
agreed to pay him on the first day of every month. 

Do you pav him individually, or any other person for him ?— When he is not in 
Limerick, we have paid it to Alderman Westropp, his brother-in-law, or to whom- 
ever he may direct. 



Appendix 

(A.) 



(■2 July.) 



Is he aware that you have so advantageous a bargain ?— I believe he must be 
as we never attempted to conceal it ; from the time the bargain commenced till the 
present time, we, as a body, and Lord Gort, have been on the most friendly terms 
With each other respecting our dealings together ; each has spoken favourably of the 
conduct of the other ; I ought to have said, that Lord Gort allows us 20 1 . out of 
the 1,500/. every year for some deduction, the nature of which I do not recollect 
we pay a net sum of only 1,480/. 

Have you heard any complaints with regard to any misapplication of the public 
money or improper conduct, with respect to the commissioners of St. Michael's 
parish r— No; I never heard any specific complaint; I have heard, and I have 
sometimes thought myself, that the streets were not perhaps as well cleaned as they 
"fth te ’ ° r a8 Wel1 paved ’ but 1 never heard of ,heir bein ® char g ed with any tbin» 



61°°* tll6 ' r accounts °P en t0 public inspection ?— I believe so. 



Will 
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(a July ) 



ba* W^T^i?^v^-th»<kioAite8« todwjfc bkernhatuljrtboii names. Rafter' being 
handed to the witness .]- — Those are names of very respectable individuals. ip tbe :city 
of Limerick ?— V ery much so, with scarcely any exception ; the names of some of 
tWMfirst W^e^hiafe^refliimerick are here, and Ii seef somh' of the members • •of the 
f ‘eor^^attoft ttrd hetavsb ant to (imnd&ii s as ,ieiu bmebienoo bos r Hoj orij.oj bsjooj 
Those being the names of the commissioners of. the parish of St. Michaels, can 
you' state to the Committee w hether they are individuals in whom tbe citizens i 4 t 
large can place the most perfect confidence for integrity of character,*— I should 
place perfect confidence in that list, as to their acting with integrity;; hut! Ic must be 
perfectly candid in saying, that there is no obligation on the commissioners -to attend 
regularly, as there is neither fine for non-attendance, nor any payment for attend- 
ance; I believe they do not attend as regularly as would be for the benefit of. the 
concern under their care, and that was one of my reasons for not acting as a; com- 
missioner, because there were no ex-officio commissioners appointed, and no obliga- 
tion upon the commissioners to attend ; there being neither reward for attendance 
nor fine for non-attendance. ■ ; : ’ 



Do you conceive that the circumstance of their being commissioners for life, is 
not productive of very considerable inconvenience to the citizens at large ? — I do 
think that it was a bad system to have any for life ; there are some of the life com- 
missioners, I understand, that neither attend, nor will resign. 

Do you conceive that a legislative provision, by which the office of commissioner 
should be vacated, in case of non-attendance, would be a remedy to many of the 
inconveniences of which you now complain ? — I have no doubt of it. 

You stated, that there was some complaints in the year 1808 or 1869, against 
the persons who had the conduct of the toll, which was the first thing that induced 
l^ie Chamber of Commerce to take it into their own hands; do you know who it 
was rented the tolls at that time ?■ — I believe they were rented by different persons ; 
they were put up to auction. 

Have not the directors of the Chamber of Commerce a direct control over the 
corn market in Limerick, by their own individual influence, and by their corporate 
influence ? — I do not understand the question. 

Have they not a control over the corn market of Limerick ? — I am not aware that 
they have any control that can interfere either with the laws, or with the authority 
of the magistrates. 

If the Chamber of Commerce were to resolve, that they would not themselves 
purchase any corn from an individual man, do not you conceive they would shut 
him out of the market?— By no means, because the market does not depend upon 
the Chamber of Commerce; there are many purchasers who are not members of 
the Chamber of Commerce; I should explain to the Committee, thftt whenever we 
make a bargain with the chamberlain of the corporation, we take care tdbhve adbed 
prepared by our law agent; that we call upon not only the members of the 
Chamber of Commerce, but every purchaser of corn in Limerick that we know of 
to sign it. This deed contains a covenant, that they will, during the year, stop from 
the farmers they purchase from, those deductions, and pay them once a fortnight to 
our secretary; and if that was refused to be signed by any individual doing any 
considerable business, it would break up the agreement entirely. i 

Then the purchasers pay the whole tolls?— The purchasers pf the cqrp stop this 
commutation tax from the farmer, and they pay once a fortnight to our secretary. 

Then the toll is only upon goods sold in tbe market, not upon goods brought into 
market, which are not sold ?— It is only upon corn brought into the city and suburbs 
of Limerick and sold. , 

Supposing corn is brought and taken away without being sold, does it pay the 
dues? — No; I believe there is no town in Ireland where the returns are So 
correctly made as in Limerick, and from those returns which the mayor allows us to 
take a copy of, wo can ascertain how much every person has a right to pay tp our 
secretary j also, wliat quantity of corn he has received, and what thc c'oSt iX con- 
tonmbly k with the corn act of 1 790. 

Theia supposing a purchaser came into the market, who has not si^ifcdiHat" Sped, 
how do you force him to pay the tolls?— We just show him the deed, and ask for 
lathing out Of; his pocket, an# he knows 

the, re|ulatiottS, he .should * be Jhe irtjaqs of |r^k}ng,uj) 
agreement Mjetwe&f me &if>o1&tfSh ‘of ‘the’eity of and W SraMof 

..(^mmerce, it would throw every thing into confusion again; the tax woiltf be agSn 

renewed 
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renewed on potatoes, and disputes would again originate between the formers and 
ate SOb gusborbnitn aldatoeqiai ns. In semen me eeodT— f nanUataAt at babewV 

■ Have you struck off the tax on potatoes entirely? — Entirely. 

You stated, that in the case of one gentleman of considerable fortune, who ob- 
jected to the toll, and considered that, as a freeman of the city, he had a rioht to go 
toll free, that the Chamber of Commerce did not intend to purchase any corn from 
him ?.-tNo ; I said that the farmers themselves did not object to it ; but some gen- 
tlemen who happened to be freemen of the corporation, thought it unreasonable that 
they should lose the benefit of their freedom, but that would only relieve them front 
gateage, for they would not have a right, by their being freemen, to pass free of toll • 
and, we just told them, that we would not buy their corn if they did not pay the 
commutation. ' K J 

The Chamber of Commerce held out that as a threat to those who would not pay 
the toll ?- -I do not mean to say as a threat; but it is an explanation of the origin of 
our agreement with the corporation ; if Lord Gort were present, I am sure he would 
confirm what I say, that it is looked upon as a public benefit to the country, and that 
it did not originate with us; it was suggested to us by the late chamberlain of the 
corporation. 

arran 8 ement that you entered into with the fanners, an arrangement upon 
%vhich the farmers themselves gave any opinion, or upon which they were consulted • 
was it an arbitrary one? — We informed them of our having made such an a<ree- 
ment with the corporation for one year, and the purposes for which it was made 
and it was received universally by the farmers with approbation ; many of them 
expressed how much better pleased they were to have this deduction made from them 
by the buyers of the corn, than to have the name of being free from toll and custom 
lor what they sold for exportation, and to be continually quarrelling with the toll- 
gatherers, and going before the mayor, and also, they were greatly pleased to have 
their potatoes quite free of toll, and the inhabitants of the city hailed it as a benefit 
to them ; in fact, you may well suppose that if it was not looked upon as a public 
benefit, it never could have continued from year to year without any obiection 
being made. J J 

V»u vvere understood to say, that you only made the farmers acquainted with the 
resolution you had formed, and that they acquiesced in that for a year, and that 
they had not made any complaint against it since, in consequence of which you 
consider that they perfectly acquiesce in the whole of it?— Yes. 

Was it part of the original agreement with the corporation, that you should not 
take any toll upon potatoes? — Most assuredly it was. 

Was that in the specific arrangement made with the corporation as the condition 
of your taking the tolls?— We informed them of our intention to do so ; it originated 
entirely with that article; we requested them to take off the toll on potatoes they 
declined that, and they proposed to us to take the whole tolls from them, and do as 
we pleased with them. 

When they refused to do so, were not the tolls let?— They were; and we pro- 
posed to make good to them what they might be obliged to refund to their tenant. 

Do you know the plot of ground upon which the Linen Hall is built ? — I do 
very well. ’ 

Is any portion of that ground in the hands of the Chamber of Commerce except 
the spot upon which the Linen Hall stands ?— No, not in our hands ; there is a large 
piece of ground in the rear of it belonging to a gentleman near Nenagh, for which 
we paid him 20/. by the year, to assist in holding an oat market on our wheat 
market days, when the wheat market was too fuU, and we applied to the chamber- 
lam of the corporation, requesting them to widen the passage by taking down some 
old houses of theirs from the present legal corn market to that ground, with which 
he complied, and some of those houses have been taken down. 

There were some houses taken down from that property? Yes. 

Do you know the whole extent of land there that belongs to the corporation’— 
1 do not. 

It is a very small plot on which the Linen Hall stands, is it not?— The plot of 
ground on which the Linen Hall stands, is only tjo feet by 25, if I recollect right, 
and the corporation very liberally gave us that at a nominal rent of 5s. in conse- 
quence of our informing them that we were going to lay out our own money in build- 
grand ju“ Wl ’ aiid ‘ lio " 300/ - granted us “ s “ presentment by the county 

U Was 
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Was not there a vote of thanks fo the corporation for having given you that?-— 
WtowntfHW serf) fo almioo oi Tormented) tentuge gnrteluJeoqxo to oeoqiucf 

I believe you have had some communications with the chamberlain at different 
times up'on different subjects connected with the interests of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, when they have wanted different things?— We have; both when he was our 
representative and since. 

In those communications which you have had with him, has he not always evinced 
an inclination to forward the public interests of the city of Limerick r— Yes ; every 
thing that we requested of him in that way that we could reasonably expect him to 
comply with, he has done so far as my recollection goes; I should like to have an 
opportunity of stating further, something that is creditable to the chamberlain 
respecting the other tolls, the small tolls. 

Will you have the goodness to state it ? — After we had taken the tolls on corn and 
potatoes several years, we had occasion to know that the collectors of the small tolls 
and gateage oppressed the country people very much in demanding more than they 
had a right, and ill-treated the poor people coming into market, and we made appli- 
cation to the chamberlain, requesting that he would take measures to prevent the 
misconduct of those toll-gatherers, with which he expressed his intention to comply 
to the utmost of his power, and he offered to the Chamber of Commerce at one of 
our meetings, that if we would take the collection of those tolls upon ourselves, he 
would give them td us for 100/. a year less than the present tenant paid for them, 
which was 500/. 

Who is the present tenant ? — A person of the name of Stewart was the tenant 
then, and I believe he has been ever since. 

Did the Chamber of Commerce take them? — No, we declined having any thing to 
do with those small tolls and gateage ; but we requested that he would order the 
tenant of the corporation, Thomas Stewart, to put up as the law directs, a list of all 
the tolls and gateage dues that the corporation claimed at every custom gap, that is, 
the place where they collect the tolls, and to warn the toll-gatherers, the under tenants 
of Stewart their tenant, from taking any thing more than what is in those schedules ; 
and also informing the country people, that if the toll-gatherers should injure them, 
or extort from them, or ill-treat them in any way, to apply to the magistrates, and 
Lord Gort did comply with our request in that respect, and agreed to abate to their 
tenant 100 1 . for the next year, on condition of his complying with this requisition of 
ours ; notwithstanding which, we found Stewart, the tenant of the corporation, so tardy 
that we were obliged to complain by letter to Lord Gort, and his deputies continued 
there depredations until we employed men at our own expense to watch them at the 
different custom gaps, and to give information against them, and we had several of 
them punished. 

You have been asked respecting the commissioners of the parish of St. Michael, 
and you state, that you were on it yourself, and that you gave it up in consequence 
of the non-attendance of the commissioners ? — I stated, that I was nominated in the 
bill as a life commissioner, but I declined acting from the beginning, because I did 
not approve of the principles of the Act in several respects ; I never did act. 

You state that you place every reliance on the list of commissioners which has 
been handed to you, and that you believe them to be a competent set of men to fill 
the situations which they occupy ? — If they choose to attend punctually, I think that 
list which is now before me may be safely trusted. 

Is not the paving of the New Town very bad ? — It is not very good. 

Is not the best part of it, that which is powder pavement? — There is no part of 
it of any extent (that I can recollect) wholly powder paved ; some of the present 
pavement has been repaired with powder pavement, of which I do not approve. 

Then you consider that the New Town of Limerick is not well paved, from the 
circumstance that it is repaired with powder pavement ? — I do not approve of that 
method ; I think it would be better to make it all powder pavement, or all pitch 
pavement. 

Do you consider Limerick to be well lighted ? — Yes ; I do consider Limerick to 
be well lighted, as respects oil lamps, far better than the streets of Cork are 
lighted, which I believe cost more. 

Do you know whether the oil and those kind of things are got by contract by the 
commissioners of St. Michael’s parish ? — I am not acquainted with their mode 
of doing business at all; having declined being a commissioner, I have studiously 
kept clear of their proceedings. 

Have 
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Have you ever heard of meetings of the inhabitants of the New Town, for the 
purpose of expostulating against the manner in which the accounts of this commission 
were kept and carried on r— I never attended any such meeting ; I have a notion 
that some few years ago, before their accounts were printed, that some of the inha- 
bitants did meet and expostulate with them on the subject. I have a recollection of 
bearing that, but I never attended any such meetings ; and I know that their 
accounts have been printed for several years past ; and I have seen notices in the 
newspaper, that the books were open, to' be seen at certain hours. 

The commissioners are not bound to account to any body ? — No, 1 think not t 
and that is one-of the objections I made to the Act. 

But in point of fact you know that they do publish their accounts annually ? 
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And that the books are open for inspection? — Yes. 

Do the accounts annually published enable the parishioners to form a just esti- 
mate of the manner in which they ought to hold any control over the expenditure 
of the revenues collected by them ? — I believe their accounts are fairly published, and 
I know some individuals among the commissioners who have been many years 
acting, and who have been some of the most constant attendants, who would not 
consent to any thing which appeared to them to be wrong or incorrect. 

Did Mr. Russell show you a letter in Limerick, which he stated he had received 
from the chairman of this Committee ? — He may have done it, but I do not recollect 
it ; I have seen a number of letters from the chairman to John Russell, but I do 
not recollect any one in particular. 

Did you know of Mr. Russell’s receiving a letter, stating that this Committee was 
struck, and the mode and manner in which it was struck, and that it was intended 
as a weapon of attack upon the corporation? — When the question was first put to 
me, I thought it was a letter received about the time of our leaving home ; I now 
do think that I recollect some time ago his having shown me a short letter from the 
present chairman, stating that a committee was struck on Limerick taxation ; I be- 
lieve it was ; I think it was very short. 

Was it merely stating that the Committee was struck, and not making any remark 
further upon it?— I do not recollect; as well as I remember it was very short, as 
some of his letters to me have been very short in the hurry of business. ’ 

The letter alluded to was dated London the 23d ; are you aware whether any 
letter which was shown to you was a letter addressed by the chairman to Mr. 
Russell, or a letter addressed by the chairman to any body else ? — As well as I re- 
member, the -letter that I have a faint recollection of was addressed to John Russell 
himself. 

Do you recollect an expression in that letter, stating that it was expected that 
Mr. Goulburn would have opposed the formation of this Committee ? — I do not 
recollect such a paragraph. 

Do you recollect any expression in any letter which was shown to you, that the 
object, of this Committee was to cleanse the Augean stable ? — I do not. 

Do you think it likely that any letter containing a statement of the intention of 
Mr. Goulburn to oppose this Committee, and that the object of it was to cleanse 
the Augean stable, could have been shown you without it making an impression 
upon your memory ? — Indeed I do not, I think it would have made a strong impres- 
sion, though my memory is not so good as when I was younger. 

Did you not hear that there was a letter upon the formation of this Committee, 
such as has been described, shown in Limerick ? — No, I did not hear any thing more 
than a faint, recollection I have myself of seeing a short letter; and I think it was 
when we were going into the directors room, that he just showed me a short letter, 
saying, that the Limerick Committee was struck, and something about its being upon 
the taxation. 

It was a matter of perfect notoriety in Limerick, that the object of this Committee 
was for the purpose of inquiring into the revenues of the corporation ?— Yes, I heard 
that from several. 

You are aware of declarations having been made to that effect above a year ago, 
that it was intended to apply for such a Committee ? — Yes. ' ° 

Do you recollect the date of the letter ? — I do not indeed ; it may, perhaps, seem 
strange that I should not appear to be as w ell acquainted with this matter as others 
concerned with the Chamber of Commerce, and therefore, I think it necessary to 
state, that I have studiously kept as much as I possibly could from the disputes 
between the independent party, as they were called, and the corporation. 

You 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



8 e* M WHITES OF EVIDENCE OBEFORE SELECT COMMITTEE 
AppWflti te&oQ stated, drat yon do uot consider dic grand juries .of.the eit^ M Li#>e»ek a 
(A. 1 ) fair and equal representation of the wealth and respectability of theeity and liberties,.; 

' ^ ' -*N©tof tAff wealth and property of theeity and liberties, and I can give my reason 

Mr: for that ©pinion ; there are a number of respectable roerehants and gentlemen of 

j'. M. Henry. property ift the eity and liberties, whose names I have never seen on the grand jujiy - K 

{?Wy 3 and there appears to me to be very little variation for many years; there has been 
hardly any charge, n?rnt T Ikmhodifa fncsbwul 91b toI .laamicb alhriuov uoygtA 
Are not the great majority of the persons of property to whom you have alluded, 
the opposers of the corporation interest in the city of Limerick? — Some of them, 

I believe, were members of that association of independents; but I do not think 
that all were. 

Are not the majority of them ? — I should imagine that a considerable number Of 
them were. 

Do you think it would be possible to strike a grand jury, according to your idea 
of a fair and equal representation of the property of the city and liberties, without 
incorporating into that grand jury those persons who have subscribed for the pur- 
pose of opposing the corporation interest in the city? — I believe not; and I think if 
would be very right and very fair that such persons should be members of the grand 
jury, voting the public money which themselves and their tenants will probably have 
to pay ; 1 conceive the grand jury ought to be composed of all persons of respecta- 
bility and property. 

Do not you conceive, that an equal and fair representation of the property and 
intelligence of the city of Limerick, is as important, as it respects the administration 
of- justice, as the voting the public money ? — I should think it is. ii 1 ; y-?b 
Are you aware of petitions having been presented to Parliament by the city of 
Limerick; were those petitions matter of notoriety in the town?— T believe they 
were ; but I stated, on a former occasion, that I have always kept clear of party 
affairs. gvcil l ^onsmij 

Mr. Matthew Barrington, called in ; and Examined. 

WHERE do you reside? — Partly in Limerick, and partly in Dublin. 

M. Barrington . What office doyou hold? — I am crown solicitor for Munster. 

You are also practising as a solicitor? — Yes, I am. 

Have you been for any time acquainted with the proceedings of the corporation of 
the city of Limerick, and of the designs which have been proposed ? — Yes, I have. 

For how many years have you been acquainted with those proceedings? — 
Certainly for ten years, and think for more than that, probably fifteen. 

Have you had any communication with respect to the line of examination $iat 
you are now to be subjected to, and the questions which you are to be asked before 
this Committee? — No, I have not. 

With any individual ? — Certainly not. 

Have you been employed in presenting petitions to the corporation from several 
persons praying for admission to the freedom of the city ? — Yes, I have. 

To whom were those petitions presented ? — To the mayor, chamberlain and 
council. ,4 5 ff j ± 1 mol j 

Through what individual member of the council are those petitions presented? — 
the mayor. J 

Have you known of the admission of any individuals in consequence of those 
petitions ? — No, I cannot say that I have, with one exception. 

What were the claims of those petitioners ? — By the three rights of birth, 
marriage and servitude. 

Were those several rights established by proceedings in courts of law ? — They 
were. 

Were those several rights affirmed by two successive Committees of the House of 
Commons ? — Yes, they were. 

What was the single case of admission to which you allude ?— It was the case of 
my father. • •; i 

In what right did he claim ?— As the eldest son of a freeman. 

Will you state to the Committee the difference of stamp duty upon the admission 
of a freeman as aright, and the admission of a freeman by favour? — The stamp duty, 
I think, is 1 1. for the admission in either of the three rights, and for an admission by 
favour it is 3/. y.qq. * 

Was the admission of your father transcribed upon a 3/. or upon a t£ stamp ?— 
Upon a 3 1 . stamp. ypdt /t»d 007 stud i/«d >\>Jl 

017. Was 
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Was he called upon to pay the expense of that stamp ?—He wascertainly, and AppwutU 

made to pay it. ^fUdsJosqeai bna ifrte** adj W ffobmltsamtfn imtfa fcxis . . (A.) 

Are you aware of any committee being appointed by the corporation to examine. ' — — 
the claims of persons applying for their freedom in the course of the Jast year? — Mr. 

I have heard of such a committee,- but I have no other knowledge of it than hear- M. Bany^tpn. 

ispkwl ; rm% wm w • • i«i of 



A re you yourself a claimant for the freedom of the city of Limerick ? —Yes, I am ; 
I petitioned two years back nearly, 

Have you been admitted ? — No, not that I know of. 

Have you made any applications to be admitted to the freedom of the city ?— Yes, 
I did, by petition. 

Any subsequent application ? — Yes, I have. 

What answer has been given ?— That they had not come to any determination 
upon it. 

Have freemen, admitted by special favour, the right of voting in elections ?— Yes, 
all freemen have. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether in the interval of presenting those petitions 
and the present time there have been many persons made freemen by the corporation 
by special favour ? — I do not know that; the council books will show it: I have 
lieard that there were since my petition ; certainly there were many made between 
foe time of my father’s petitioning and of granting his freedom. 

Have you known the death of any individuals who have applied for the freedom of 
the city of Limerick to take place since they have so applied ? — Yes, I think I have ; 
there was a Mr. Vokes, and by his death the right was lost to bis eldest son and 
son-in-law, and if he had been in trade it would have been lost to his apprentices. 

Have you brought over any attested copies of documents relative to the city of 
Limerick?— Yes, I have. 

Will you have the goodness to produce them ? 

[The Witness produced the same.] 

Have you compared them? — Yes, I have ; and saw' them attested. 

Have you been employed in making demands from the town clerk of the city of 
Limerick for lists of freemen and for inspection of the corporation books? — 
Repeatedly ; I have made repeated demands, which were always refused. 

What were the statements then made by the officer of the corporation ? — -That he 
should consult, and always refused giving them. 

Is that memorandum iii your hand-writing? [A papa' being handed to the Witness.] 
— It is. 

Was that made at the time?— It was on the very day that it is dated. 

What is the statement that Mr. Parker then made with respect to the inspection of 
the corporation books ? — He refused to comply with the demand until he had con- 
sulted those for whom he said he was a trustee. 

Similar answers were given to you during the course of many years ? — 'Certainly, 
from 1812 to 1820. 

Have you made demands to see the ancient corporation books? — Yes, I have. 

Have those been complied with? — No. 

What was the answer of the town clerk with respect to those ancient corporation 
l>ooks prior to the year 1 745 ? — That he had not got them ; he said they never came 
to his possession. 

Were the inhabitants of Limerick subject to any difficulties with regard to the 
VegJ3tration of freeholders? — Certainly to very great difficulty ; they never could get 
a registry until after the petition to Parliament, it was always refused ; I mean, by 
refusal, that the demand w'as made, and no registry held. 

Are you acquainted with Mr. Arthur Vincent,: who was examined before a Com- 
mittee of this House r — Yes, I am. 

He is a friend of the corporation, and a member of the common council r— rl believe 
A very intimate friend, . It rctflunnsnO odJ at oj.we uav Ik 'i#' 

Can you inform the Committee what the. pressure of taxation is upon foe liberties 
.—•the average, acreable tax ? — No, I cannot exactly say ; but I understand it to be 
very oppressive. v 

It is a matter of public complaint ? — -Itiia. certainly, 

How long have you been absent from Limerick? — Not more titan, about &;inonth. 
**" e >7- X , When 
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^VhentifQMiiwere last in Iimerick/dkl jlou; 'make anjf application with) respect to the 

(A.) feeddimaefe&ifflra^ i^Yes, I did. ©tfw foubivibni orff sakoqqo Jod ,11a jb noi*«? 

v — ==^ To whom did you apply ? — To the mayor. adj lo e-indorem oisw oriw dgorii 

Mr. Wlmt answer did the mayor make to you ?— That it had beenTefecred by a former 

M.-BarmgtSki eouncil to a committee, and that there had been no council since. 

Did he state at that time that there were any particular days, for adihittiog fr^raen ? 
-^-He stated, that there were two councils held in the year; I reminded hint, that 
councils were very frequently called; and he said, that was only for particular 
occasions, such as granting the freedom to great men. meihiiT 

And no answer was given to you on that occasion ? — None ; but that he presumed 
it would be considered by the next council. 

Are you acquainted with the individuals who have of late years held the corporate 
offices of the city of Limerick? — Yes, all of them, I believe. 

Are you acquainted with the late recorder? — Yes, certainly. 

Werp you in Limerick at the time of the discharge of that officer as an insolvent? 
— Yes, I was. 

Have you got a copy of the order of his discharge ? — Yes ; I believe I have. 

[ The witness pi'oduced the same.] 

Are you acquainted with another alderman of the corporation of the name of 
Wilkinson? — Yes, I am. 

Are you aware whether he was in a similar situation to that of the recorder? 

Yes, he was ; he was a bankrupt, and I believe also discharged as an insolvent. 

Are you acquainted with the late sheriffs of the city of Limerick ?— Yes ; 
Mr. Collis and Mr. Brereton. 

Were they continued in office for more than one year? — I believe for seven 
years ; six or seven years. 

During their continuance in office, were there any contested elections ?— Yes, 
there were. 

How many?— Two or three ; three, I believe. 

They were continued as returning officers during two or three contested elections ? 

— They were. 

Are you aware of the costs incurred altogether in establishing the right of the 
three individuals to the freedom of Limerick ? — They were very heavy. 

Did they amount to more than 2,000 /.?■ — Considerably more. 

More than 3,000/.?— More than 5,000/. or 7,000/. calculating the costs of both 
sides, or exceeding that; the costs paid by the corporation to us were between 2,000/. 
and 3,000/, 

Was it publicly known in Limerick what the intentions of persons upon this 
committee were? — Yes, I think it was. 

What was the general impression? — That it was to investigate all the abuses of 
the corporation, the appointing of juries, and many other matters, the taxes and the 
misapplication of the tolls. 

Was it a matter of notoriety for several years preceding, subsequent to the 
special report of the committee, that it was the intention of the people of Limbrick 
to apply by petition to Parliament on this subject? — Certainly, for many years; at 
least for eight or ten years. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether there was a petition agreed upon at 
a public meeting with respect to that? — There was. 

Was that petition printed in all the public papers of Limerick? — It was ; and 
printed in hand-bills, and distributed about the town, I believe. 

You state that you are a solicitor? — Yes. 

Were you employed as law agent to the committee of independence in Limerick? 
— Yes, I was. 

They were opposed to the corporation interest ?— They were. 

Associated lor the purpose of opposing the corporation?— -I cannot say of 
opposing the corporation, because they consider that the corporation belonged to the 
citizens at large, and that it had fallen into the hands of one individual ; and it was 
rather opposing that individual's management of the corporation than the corporation 

In fact, they wanted to get the corporation for themselves? — No, I do not think 
they did they wanted to make the corporation a fair one, and not the property pf 
one indiv ideal. 

- 9 U 91 ' f ' i . 
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They were 1 opposing ti»e corporation as it now is ?— No, not opposing) thejatfpo- Abb?* 4 v* 

ration at all, but opposing the individual who was .managing -it, becauseisever&L of (A.) 

those who were members of the committee, were members of . the corporation. V — vj 

One of the ways they took was, by supporting an adverse candidate to the candidate Mr, 
supported by the corporation ?— Certainly it was. M. Harrington. 

And they had several contested elections for that purpose ? — They had, certainly; <*•!#£ 
they wished; by that means, to try the rights of birth, marriage and servitude, by 
polling those persons claiming under those rights, and having them tried by 
Parliament. 

They entered into subscriptions for the purpose of carrying on those elections ? — 

Yes, they did ; the election w'as one mode of trying the rights. 

And they put the candidate to no expense?— I do not think they cared much who 
the candidate was, for the candidate subscribed as well as any body else. 

Were you agent upon the election of Mr. Tuthill ? — I do not think I was ever 
agent to Mr. Tuthill individually ; I was agent to the independents who support him. 

Did not you conduct the election r— In fact there was no one conducted it, there 
were several employed in it. 

You were election agent to the present member also ?— Yes, I was ; I was not con- 
ducting agent to that honourable member, for I was, at that time, conducting another 
election in the county ; but I assisted them all I could. 

You have, yourself, personally petitioned the corporation for admission to the 
freedom of the city ?— I did, immediately after my father obtained his freedotn. 

Your father also petitioned? — He did, and he got his freedom; and they said 
afterwards that they intended it as a compliment ; but I declined receiving it as 
such. 

Have you been as yet admitted? — No, certainly not. 

Has your petition been taken into consideration ? — I do not know, I can get no 
information about it ; there could be no difficulty in knowing that I was the eldest 
son of iny father 

Do you know that it has been referred to a committee appointed by the council ? 

- — I do not know that ; I heard that it was. 

They told you so ?— They may have told me so ; but there have been several 
councils held, and yet there is no decision upon it. 

Do you not consider it right that, before you can be admitted, your petition 
should be examined by a committee so appointed ? — Most assuredly I do, provided 
there was any difficulty in it ; but I think there can be no difficulty in ascertaining 
whether I am the eldest son of my father, which could be the only question ; and 
my father having got his freedom within two years, there could be no difficulty 
about it. 

Do not you know, that a peer of the realm must prove the marriage of his father 
and mother before he can exercise any of the rights attached to him as such f — 

Yes, I do ; but I was ready to prove, and offered to prove, the marriage of my father 
and mother, if called upon to do so ; and several of the council fold me that it was 
a question not raised, and not disputed. 

Do not you know, that an Irish peer must go through the same ceremony before 
he can be elected ?— I believe he does. 

Did you offer to give any evidence to that effect ? — I did, and several of the 
council told me it was unnecessary, for they knew I was my father’s eldest son. 

Have you tendered any legal fees incident to your admission? — Yes. 

Were you ever called upon to prove this? — No; on the contrary, they told me 
they did not doubt it. 

Who was mayor at the time you presented your petition? — Sir Christopher Marrett, 

I believe. 

You state that the acreable tax upon the liberties is very heavy ? — Yes, I under- 
stand it is. 

Do not you consider that to be owing to the incapacity of the Old Town to bear 
its taxation ? — I consider it owing to the mode in which the presentments have been 
granted ; in granting them in a most extravagant manner to the friends of the cor- 
poration, and refusing others more entitled to them. 

Had you not a presentment yourself? — I will tell the Committee what present- 
ment I had ; there was a road made through the liberties of Limerick, as if a public 
road, for which a very large sum of money was granted. I built an iron bridge upon 
my estate, and I asked fot a presentment of sixpence, for about 20 perches of road, 
and they refused me that presentment ; and I was obliged to make the road at my 

own 
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own 'expense, which was the only way of turning the road, (for which they had 
granted a large sum,) to useful and general purposes ; before that it was only a road 
to a gentleman’s estate, but that made it a public road. 

That was refused you by the grand jury? — They refused to give me sixpence, 
though I showed them that it was the only way of making that road, for which they 
granted, I am sure, 1,500/. or 1,600 /. useful to the public. 

Was that all you applied for?— I believe I applied for the value; but I told 
several of the grand jury that that was all I wanted. 

Was there any part of this road lying in the county ?— No part of it whatever. 
Was there a road leading to the bridge on the other side r— Yes, there was. 

Did you not apply to the county for that? — Yes, I did. 

And they refused it? — Yes, they did ; but that road in the county was a very lotW 
road. * — . 

Both the county and the city refused you their presentments ?— The county ■re- 
fused granting, because they said they would not make any roads of that description. ■ 
That was one of the reasons why the city grand jury would not grant the road, 
was not it: — No; the only reason I can conceive is, that 1 was not one of their 
< 5 wn party. 

You are sure that was not the reason why the county would not grant it?— No, 
I do not believe it was. .1 

The ebunty would not grant it, because there was a toll upon the bridge B-r-Yes ; 
and that I would not let the bridge go toll free. 

Do not you consider that the Old Town being unable to bear its proper burthen 
of the taxation, it must fell heavier upon the liberties in consequence ?— ej cannot 
say that without knowing how the taxation is applied ; for latterly the taxation has 
not been so heavy on the liberties as it was a few years back, because they are 
more careful now in presenting than they were before. 

Does it not stand to reason, that if any one part of the whole is incapable of 
bearing its just proportion, that the remainder must have it in a heavier proportion 
limn they ought ? — Most certainly, and I believe it has its effect. 

Do you state that there was a general impression in Limerick that this Committee 
u as sitting for the purpose of examining into the abuses of the corporation ? — Yes. 

From what did that impression spring? — I can only say that whenever any Com-' 
mittee of the House is appointed relating to Limerick, they consider it to be of that 
nature; the election committee was of that description. 

They looked upon this as another election committee ? — No ; because the last 
Committee decided finally upon the right of election, and therefore this could not 
be an election committee. /. • 

r l hey thought, however, it was to proceed in the same way to examine into the 
abuses of the corporation, and investigate every thing belonging to then};? — Yes; to 
have the abuses regulated. 

"Was it from its being called a Committee on the Local Taxation of the city' of 
Limerick that such an idea got abroad?— I believe it got abroad from the different; 
petitions presented to the House when the Committee was appointed ; and it sur- 
prized me that it was called a Committee on the Local Taxation. 

Did you not know that there were petitions from the Old Town, praying against 
the exemption of the parish of St. Michael: — Never; I never knew of a petition 
from the Old Town ; there possibly may be, but I never heard of it. i 

1 >id you read in the paper that there were five petitions presented from the parishes 
of the Old Town ? — No; I did not, certainly. 

^ ou never heard of it? — No; nor do I think it likely that any petition would 
come from tire Old Town upon the subject; I do not think it is. possible. that 4 ny 
petition could come from the Old Town, without my knowing it; if I saw the petb 
tion, and knew the names, I could explain who they are. ,iod U. W 

Are there many gentlemen residing in the Old 'Town r — Scarcelyioiie,. L, believe. > 
Are the inhabitants of it generally poor people r-^Very poor; ! believe the 
lowest description. 

Were you apprized of any proceedings that were taken by MnTuthillcallingupon the 
corporation to account for their revenues ?— -Yes ; he filed a criminal information in 
the nartie of the attorney-general, against tlie late Lord Oort, to which Lord Gort de- 
murred; disputing the jurisdiction of the court •; that demur was argued- for several days 
in the Rolls court, and decided against Lord Gort ; he then -appealed to the court at 
Chancery, and frOm thence-to the House of Lords, and the decision. was confirmed. 

IV hat 
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i!ftt'«wer$ f ;tj) e Si^)seqyent,proceedin^ P^There^ was, a, plea,- o£ the charter, and 
ievc the pica was allowed hr the Rolls court. 

ere there very considerable expenses incurred in the course of those proceed- 
ings?— Very. heavy; there were nine or ten counsel employed on each side. 

You were asked respecting the constitution of the grand juries in the city of Li- 
merick ; who are the' individuals >\4io ^encralJy sifypoh {hose grand juries ?— ‘They 
qi^vritj) very few exceptions, of the jcorpoi alion party: 

Do you consider the grand juries, soj constituted j to be a fair rcpresertfation of the 
city of Limerick, its property and intelligence ?— By no means ; there is not an indi- 
vidual in Limerick would assert it. 

Do you conceive it would be acceptable to the great majority of the people of 
Limerick, to give to the grand juries of the city of Limerick, any addition to their 
power of taxation? — As the grand jury at present exists, by no means. 

Are not the gentlemen who usually compose the grand juries of the city of 
Limerick, generally speaking, gentlemen of fortune, and of independent character r— *- 
Without explaining, I cannot answer that question ; there are gentlemen of fortune 
and independent character, that support Lord Gort on the grand jury ; but there is 
scarcely a gentleman of independent character, that opposes him, ever put on the 
grand jury. 

Are not the gentlemen usually composing the grand juries of the city of Limerick, 
generally speaking, gentlemen of independent fortune and character ?— Certainly 
not ; there may be four or five gentlemen on the grand jury, who are, but the 
greater number are not so, and I will give the Committee a list of the grand juries for 
the last ten years, which I have, and I will name those that are respectable, and 
those that are not. 

Have you known instances, in which several individuals of the same family have 
been summoned to serve upon the grand jury ? — Certainly; I believe the very last, 
grand jury had a father and one or two sons upon it; it is notorious, that they are 
nominated by Lord Gort. 

Do you not consider, that an equalization of the taxation of the city of Limerick 
would be a great relief to the Old Town ? — I think it would be very hard for any 
thing to relieve it at present ; if the funds were properly applied, it would be a relief 
but. not as they are at present. 

You conceive, that if a fair tribunal could be. constituted, representing the wealth: 
and intelligence of the city equally, in that case an equal administration of the re- 
venues would be productive of great public satisfaction? — Most assuredly. 

Have you ever known any of the corporation funds applied for the maintenance of 
the roads? — Never. 

Mr. Edward Parka', again Called in ; and further Examined. 

IN ywjp examination of the 28th June, you were asked, “ Doyou conceive the 
grand jury: of the city of Limerick, as at present constituted, to be a fair and equal 
representation of the property and intelligence of the city of Limerick ;” to which you 
answered, “ I do not ;” you have since altered that answer to, “ Yes, I do you 
have made that alteration, have not you? — Yes. 

The answer, as it at present stands, is diametrically reverse to the answer which 
you gave to the Committee ?— Yes. 

Then how do you account for your giving an answer diametrically reverse to-day ? 
—On recollection, I thought it was a very erroneous answer, and I thought I was at 
liberty to alter it. 

Have you had any conversation with any person on the subject of that answer ? — 

I have had conversation certainly. 

With whom have you had that conversation? — Lord Gort remonstrated with me 
on the absurdity of the observation I made; he said, I might let it stay as it was, if 
I liked, but he recommended me to consider the circumstance, and I put down this 
note here, of the absurdity of the observation I made ; it was certainly Lord Gort 
suggested to me that it was an erroneous reply, and that it was contrary to the 
fact. -- • 

Had you any conversation prior to your examination here, at any time since you 
came to town, with respect to your examination here ? — I have had many conversa- 
tions with Lord Gort ; he is a very intimate friend of mine. 

Since you have been in attendance upon this Committee? — Yes, certainly. 

'617. Y Have 
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ftffiBg* *¥pe,ftQf wMetsatipps ; been with, reference to the evidence which you werdto 
(A.) give here?— I believe we have spoken on the subject. ;\ v . 

' — — ' ; IJ id not Lorcl Gort > after he had seen your evidence, tell you, “ I do not knotr 

Edxvanfpm-hr dTd ^ Caa fac<! the Clt y of Limerick > after having, put that down?”— Yes, h© 
(2 July.) Was not that the only remark he made to you ? — Yes. : 




Veneris, 5 ° die Julii , 1822 . 
THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 



IN THE CHAIR. 



Henry D. Grady , Esquire, Called in; and Examined. 

YOU are a member of the Irish bar, the Committee understand ?— Yes. 

What office do you hold connected with your profession? — First counsel to the 
commissioners of the revenue. 

You hav e sat in the Irish House of Commons ? — Yes. 

What place did you represent r — The city of Limerick. 

You alsp sa,t in the Imperial Parliament ? — Yes. 

Have you been long acquainted with the city of Limerick ?— Since I was a school- 
boy. 

Have you given your attention to the affairs of the corporation of Limerick?- So 
far particularly as related to the returns of members for the city, and the right of 
election. 8 

Have you conversed with many old corporators upon the subject of the rights and 
franchises of the city ? — Very often. ° 

A fe any of those old corporators, to whose authority you have appealed, now living 
or dead?— Most of the old corporators, I believe, are dead. °- 

Can you mention the names of any of those with whom you have conversed to the 
C ommittee r— I have often conversed with some of the aldermen ; a person of the 
name of Serjeant, I remember, Mr. Harrison, with Mr. Hunter particularly, I was 
very intimate with him. , r . . 

Was Mr. Hunter a burgess ?— He was ; Mr. Harrison had been mayor of Lime* 
nek, and an officer of the council, and he must have been a burgess ; several persons 
I coiild mention if I had been apprized of this examination; but at this great distance \ 
1 cannot exactly recollect; I know there were several persons of the name 
°t SCrjeant, and there were also some persons of the Dame of Russell. >j >0 j . WOf jj toTc 
. Were there any, and. what circumstances, which led you to pav a particular, atten-i 
tion to the affairs of the corporation of the city of Limerick ?— There were. oriJ nl 

When did you first begin to direct your attention to the subject ?— My more immer, 
diate attention, about the year 1795; at that time, I believe, I was one of those who 
suggested the expediency of brimriiia a writ, nf auk 'warrant*. 



question of non-residence, about that period" " J 

Were there any other legal .proceedings taken at that time, or within a short time 
alter. VV lthjn a short time after the proceeding in quo warranto, there were pro- 
ceedings in mandamus , for the purpose of establishing three rights tliat had been 
disputed by the corporation, namely, the rights of marriage, birth, and. servitude ; 
winch, on the part of the citizens of Limerick, have always been uniformly claimed, 
hut resisted by the corporation. 

Do you recollect apy proceedings taken about that time, by criminal information*, d 
agamst the magistrates of the city; against a Mr. Eden Mansel?— As well as I re- 
co ^ c 4 ,l,. ca f ^ e d an application to be made to the court of King’s IJeuch, for 
a WSJ* against Mr. Eden Mansel, and I believe against same other city/ 

magistrate, lor what I considered to be corrupt conduct on the part of these persons so *; 
Residing as magistrates,. in refusing to allow a.registry to take place of persons who r; 

us freeholders of the city on my behalf; and marking 
by allowing those in the corporation .interest to >beoi 
If k now;n. the nature. of 0»is examination. .before,. I could have given ; 

more precise information on this point. 49 

«rii 1 * ‘ 1 
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ojBo yoo retottect, that the imeletit: t ee<wa of the' corporate®' wtw, frt'fte «tbf.,e 
of ttose legal proceedings, lodged in , the' cohrt of King's Bfehch WitiUH'ttopt* 
*«. nftef a conditional order for a WaWkbad ' 
ten.™^dheidoutt , < > fj.Sl , lg ! s Bench, inconsequence of an application mhde on 
behalf ot the relators to the quo warranto, made a rule to have the books of the 
corporal, cm brought up torthe office of the King's Bench, for (he purpose of 
enabling those on behalf of the prosecution, to inspect the same. 

. Do you recollect what number of books were then produced ?— I am certain fire 
old books. 

with ‘where ° btai ” “ th ° Se h” 015 a * Ulat ,ime ? — Constan % in company 

Do you recollect, whether any of those five books related to periods previous to 
the yeai 1 745 ?— My memory serves me, that the earliest book produced on that 
occasion pursuant to the order of the court of King’s Bench, commenced in 1680 • 
and l believe in succession came down beyond the year 1746 or 1747. 

You do not mean that one of the books came down to 1 746 ?— No • the other 
books in succession ; I must observe, that it did appear from several entries in many 
ot those^ books, that there must have been other books as well as these, from the 
manner in which those books were marked on the outside ; I recollect perfectly well 
there were double letters, on some double G, merely to show that there had* been 
other books that had not been received; but the only books I saw were the five 
1 have mentioned. 

“I % seem in ra S" lar . succession, or were there any gaps ?-I do not recollect 
there had been any chasm m the period ; when I say there were other books, I mean 
relating to other subjects to which those books were not referrable • 1 have a strong 
recollection that there was a book of bye-laws, which I recollect I was surprized not 

Were you acquainted with any proceedings subsequently taken against the corpo- 
ration in 1812 by mandamus t If the Committee allude to the proceedings in matt- 
damus that were tried in Ennis, I was acquainted with them. 

Was there any application made at that time for the production of those corpora- 

ti°n which you had inspected in the court of King’s Bench in Dublin ? There 

was evidence given upon the trial, of notices having been served upon the arent con- 
cerned for the corporation, for the production of those books at the trial, “and by 
reason of the non-production of the books, I was, and I believe others, if I do not 
rfttose books ^ ^ " ere procl “ ced M witness e s to give evidence of the existence 

In consequence of the non-prodnetion of those books, were you allowed by the 
court to give secondary evidence of their contents ?-Certainly ; and I did do sol 
Are you aware who was the officer of the corporation who had signed a receipt 
for those books m the year 1 796 or 1 797 ?_1 believe the late Lord Gort, he acted, 
l-oelieve, as chamberlain. 

In the trials at Ennis, was tne late Lord Gort still chamberlain of the city of 
Limenekr— I am inclined to think he was. y 

_ It^ppears by document 8 in evidence before the Committee, that an order was at 
tlMttmei m 1813, served upon Lord Gort to produce 'those books, were they so 
produced at the trial at Ennis ?— I have no recollection of any book being produced 
hot one, and that I believe was a book conversant with the latest period. ' 

1 he tour more ancient books were not produced ?— No. 

Have you any reason to think that you have, at any period subsequent to the exa- 
mination of those four ancient books in the court of King’s Bench in Dublin, seen 
those books?--! never did, or ever had reason to believe I saw them, subsequent to 
their examination m the court of King’s Bench. 

In the ancient books you examined, was there any reference to the court of D’Oyer 
hundred, or the court of the citizens at large ?— Innumerable references from the 
earnest time. 

In the more ancient books, which are not now produced, there were references to 
thq 'assembly; of the citizens at large?— Yes; the D'Oyer Hffrtdied, -ivjibfe f KR 
a-eommon speaker had been regularly elected every year ; my recollection of the 

entries enables me to state that. v i ' , 

J*y°* "V ®f <•» proceedings which appeared to have been submitted 

the ' e , ™ mt “ |: s hundred?— I recollect, gencralfj, am'dqgMers/fiie setting tolls, 

ttre approval of freemen to the admission of ttedom, tht; awaMing the payhieiit of 

sUTOot m 0ney . my ge , leral recollection is t i li8) on 

the 
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Appendix the minor circumstances relating to. the internal economy, as to those which related to 
(A.) the mode of the return, and the rights. of the citizens most subjects originating 

/ with any member, or any portion of the government generally, according to theusage, 

II.D.GraxJy, met an approval, or was to meet an approval of the court of D'Oyer hundred. 

'■’ h Do you recollect any approval of the court of D’ Oyer hundred, ingranting leases of 

<3 ^ ) land ? — All matters relating to the revenues of the corporation, I recollect were mat- 

ters of approval or rejection by this court of D’Oyer hundred, as appeared from entry . 
in the books. 

Were there any matters with respect to the appointment and approval of the. 
corporate officers by the D’Oyer hundred ? — You may not consider, perhaps, the, 
speaker as an officer, but the mayor and the sheriffs, and other officers, as. well I re- 
collect, were referred to the court; the market juries, if I do not mistake, were 
sometimes appointed, the appointments were very numerous, they ran through 
every book. 

The Committee believe you are a freeman of the city of Cork? — Yes ; but Inever 
acted upon it. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether the courts of D’Oyer hundred are regu- 
larly held there?— I understand it is the constant usage. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether any such courts of D’Oyer hundred are 
now held in the city of Limerick? — Not that I know, nor have I heard within my 
time, it being a subject of general charge on the part of the citizens against the cor- 
poration ; that was one of the abuses in omitting to hold the court of D’Oyer, and in 
not giving them those privileges which they had by being represented in that court, 
that has been often loudly complained of. 

Do you conceive that the suppression, or the non-production of those ancient 
books, interpose very great difficulties in substantiating any of those claims? — • 
Most certainly had I had the most distant conception that those, ancient books, or 
any of them, would have been withheld, I would have taken most useful and valu- 
able extracts, as far as related to the protection of the rights of the citizens ; I did 
did not take the five hundredth part of what I should have dbne, had I been aware ’ 
or suspected they would have been withheld. 

Can you inform the Committee how the appointment of city officers now take 
place in the city of Limerick? — I always understood, at the suggestion and the 
interest of Lord Gort, and his late uncle, that he and the late Lord Gort were the 
principal persons who directed all those appointments. 

Do you recollect the period of passing an act for the improvement of the parish 
of St. Michael, in the city of Limerick? — I recollect the time when the fact was 
spoken of, hut I do not recollect the particular period ; I do not know, nor am 
I in possession now of the circumstances under which it was passed. 

The Committee suppose, from your examination of the books, and the old -records, 
that you know the charters of the city of Limerick pretty accurately ? — Indeed, I do 
not, nor half of them; I have read a good many of them a good many years ago, 
so far as related to the subject of inquiry before the court of King’s Bench re- 
specting those rights under the quo warranto; but at this moment I am sure my 
memory does not serve hie as to the contents of the charters; they were 
numerous. 

Do you know whether any of those charters that you have ever looked at, has 
any clause in it directing the manner in which the corporation revenues shall be 
expended ?-^I am not aware of any such clause in any charter. 

No clause that any part of it should be expended ? — No ; I have no recollection 
of any provision in the charters to that effect. 

To the uses to which the revenue should be allocated ? — No ; I cannot charge my 
memory with it. 

You do not state positively, but you do not recollect? — No, I do not. 

You state, that formerly the corporate officers used to be elected at a court of 
D’Oyer hundred ? — That is' my impression from the entries ; they were elected or 
approved. 

Do you know of any Act of Parliament forbidding that course from being pursued 
at die present time ? — My memory does not serve me with any. 

Prohibiting the appointment at the D’Oyer hundred, in consequence of its being 
a popular assembly ?— If there is such an Act, it is the first time I have heard of it, 
for it; would be a direct invasion of the rights of the citizens, which they enjoy, as 
well by charter, as by prescription, and I understand that to be one of the prescrip- 

v gj, ' ‘ rr.-vj ; vv. £ tiyc. 
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ti ve rights ; I wish the Committee to understand this was a corporation as well, by 
prescription as by charter. 

You have alluded to four old books that you have once seen, and have not been 
able to see since ; do you know any man now living who has seen any of those 
books except yourself? — I do, several; the attorney to the corporation, Mr. 
Furlong, is one of those ; he was often with me, and satin the office with the clerk 
of the crown as one of his clerks, while I was examining the books; and Mr. Burton, 
the officer of the King’s Bench, is living; I saw him before I left Dublin, very 
lately ; the books were in his custody, and while they were in his custody, I was 
permitted to examine them ; there was also Mr. Maddox; Mr. Casey, who is 
living, was with me when I examined them, or several of them; I could mention 
more, if it were necessary. 

And those are the books which have been since suppressed ? — No question of it. 

And you have never seen them since? — Since the time they were ordered out of 
the court of King’s Bench I have not. 

Since that time you have never seen them ? — I have never seen them since that 
time. 

How long ago? — As well as I recollect, they were ordered to be delivered out of 
the court of King’s Bench, shortly before the general election took place in the year 
1797; that is a period which can be very easily ascertained, for t recollect evidence 
was given of the document itself, as signed by Mr. Furlong, and signed by the 
opposite attorney, Mr. Dwyer, consenting that these books should be given out; 
and I recollect, upon a former examination before a committee, as to the rights of 
the citizens, that that document was produced. 

Had you any intimation from any person, direct or indirect, by letter or by con- 
versation, of the line of examination that you w'ere likely to be subjected to ? — I was 
entirely ignorant of it until I came before the Committee, though I endeavoured to 
find out to what point I was to be examined ; I did not know ; a few minutes ago, 
for the first time since my arrival, I had the pleasure of seeing the honourable 
Chairman of this Committee; I asked him to what I was to be examined, and I got 
no answer; then I felt it was improper in ine to ask the question; I regret that 
I had not been apprized of the points to which I was to be examined, as my 
evidence may be .defective in some points, for want of a more perfect recollection. 



Appendix 

(A.) 



It. V. Grady, 
%• 



(5 July.) 



Mr. Bryan M e Mahon, Called in; and Examined.' 

WHERE do you reside ? ; — In the city of Limerick. Mr. 

What office do you hold there? — I am register of the united diocese of Limerick, Bryan M c Mato n. 
Ardfert and Aghadoe. 

Are you a freeman of the city of Limerick ? — I am. 

Are you also a member of the common council? — I am. 

Have you served any, and what, corporate offices in that city ? — I served the office 
of sheriff of the city of Limerick at two intervals. 

Have you attended at the meetings of the common council of the city of Limerick ? 

— Frequently. 

Does the common council consist of any definite number, of burgesses, or is it 
unlimited in number? — Unlimited, as far as I know. 

Are the members of the common council chosen for life, or are they chosen 
annually ?— -' They are chosen for life. 

How are they chosen ? — After having served the office of sheriff, it is generally 
supposed to be a matter of. course that they become burgesses; other persons are 
elected burgesses by being proposed, and that proposition assented to. 

How are the sheriffs chosen? — They have been always to my recollection nomi- 
nated by the uncle of the present Lord Gort, and by the present Lord port, they 
have proposed them in council, and no discussion has taken place; they have 
always been appointed. 

Nominated out of the citizens ?— Nominated out of the citizens at large, by Lord 
Gort. 

Is there any qualification of property, or of land, considered necessary to enable 
a person to discharge the office of sheriff? — No. 

Who -proposes members to the common council for their election as burgesses 
I, have never known a proposal from any one, except from the present Lord Gort, 
and his late uncle, , the late Lord Gort. 

Have you ever known of a proposal so made, negatived or resisted 4 by the common 
council ? — Never, nor even discussed. 

617. Z Do 
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th’csC- observations apply in like riiaiitter to the appointment of mayors, and 1 
other corporate officers ? — Always. IfiQt aoqv hsmuloi as« ono vne motto yiuj 

Are the appointments of corporate officers submitted to any court of D’Oyer 
hundred, or general dSsettiby of the ettfeefls, for their approval ?— I never kneW it. 

Ts any shch court, in point of fact, now held ?— I think not; I know not. 

Is any officer now chosen as common speaker, or president of the court of 
D’Oyer hundred ? — No. 

Have you ever known petitions of individuals claiming the franchise of the city of 
Limerick in the right of birth, marriage, or servitude, submitted to tire court of 
D’Oyer hundred ? — Never. 

Have you known those petitions presented to the council ?— Frequently of late 
years. >!••. 



Are they always decided upon there? — They have always decided upon them 
there. 

Have you ever known the prayer of any of those petitions acquiesced in by the 
council ? — Never in any instance. 

Contemporary with those refusals to admit persons entitled in right of birth, ser- 
vitude and marriage, have you known any admissions of freemen on the part of the 
corporation of the city of Limerick? — I have. 

Have those admissions been numerous ?— I cannot exactly say whether those 
admissions, contemporary with the petitions to which I now allude, have been 
/rtumerous. 

By whom were the names of those honorary freemen suggested to the common 
council ? — My recollection does not charge me that the names of any persons were 
proposed by any one but by the present and late Lord Gort. 

Are you aware of petitions having been presented on the part of Mr. Russell, 
Mr. BoyeS, Mr. Barrington, and a variety of other persons of respectability in point 
of property and character of the city of Limerick, claiming their privileges as of 
Tight? — I am. 

Those petitions were rejected ? — They were not complied with. 

Have you known, on one occasion, the band of the city of Limerick militia ad- 
mitted to the freedom of the city of Limerick, about the time those petitions were 
refused?— I know that a great part of the staff of the Limerick regiment of militia 
were admitted freemen of the city of Limerick, but I cannot call it to my recol- 
lection that I was upon all occasions present when such admissions took place. 

Have you ever known any demand made by the common council of the city of 

Limerick, for an account of the receipts of the chamberlain of tlve city revenues' ? 

No. 

How many years have you been acquainted with the common council of the citv 
of Limerick? — About thirty. 

And during that interval of time, you never knew, in any one instance, a statement 
of the revenues of the city of Limerick laid before the council ?— I never did. 

Did you ever hear any thing of the appointment of a committee of accounts ? — 
I know that there are a few of the common council that are designated a committee 
of accounts, but what their operations are I could never find out. 

It appearing upon the face of the corporation book, that the committee of accounts 
report from time to time with regard to the expenditure of the corporation ; can you 
inform the Committee whether they have ever reported upon the receipts of the cor- 
poration ? — I have never known such a report. 

How are the committee of accounts appointed ? — I do not know, but I should 
suppose at the nomination of Lord Gort. 

You served the office of sheriff ? — I did. 

As sheriff, were you acquainted with the mode of forming the grand jury panel?—* 



How are the grand juries of the city of Limerick constituted ? — In the time of the 
late Lord Gort, I served the office of sheriff twice, and I made out a list of the 
grand jury, which at the instance of the late Lord Gort, I sent to him for his 
perusal, and he then made what alterations or additions he conceived right or proper, 
according to his own feelings, and returned it to me, and I then made the return. 

Are the Committee to understand, that, as far as your knowledge goes, a control 
was exercised by the late Lord Gort, with respect to the formation of the grand 
juries of the city of Limerick? — Decidedly. 

Are the -grand juries' of the city of Limerick taken indifferently from the most 
respectable and the most wealthy inhabitants of the city, or are there -any otbei; 

qualifications 
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qualifications looked to?— -They are not; I have not in any jp^an^iH nc >M’jnj Jbgfand Appendix 
jury where any one was returned upon that grand jury, who was supposed tp;,he (A ) 
mimical to the interests of the Gort family. * v ^ 

Have you ever known any instance in which the votes of tire common, popped, W- 
for the appointment of any city officers, have been made the matter* of, canvas? — B ' M'Maiun. 

I^WPf' (5 July.) 

Have you ever known any intimation on the part of the council, or any of its 
members, who was to fill any city office, or to serve upon any grand jury, until 
intimation was made by the representative of the chamberlain’s family ?— I have 
known it kept a close secret almost in every instance; and it was merely' by surmise 
that we knew who was or was not to be mayor or sheriff ; as to the recorder and 
town clerk they were generally elected annually. 

Is your son one of the petitioners for his freedom ? — Yes. 

Did you accompany him when he went to make his demand ? — I did. 

. Did you tender evidence of the fact of his being your son, and of your belonging to 
the corporation ? — I did, and of my marriage. 

To whom did you make that application ? — I made the application, in the . first 
instance, to Sir Christopher Marett, when mayor, and afterwards there was a com- 
mittee appointed to investigate the claims, and I attended before the committee, and 
gave such proofs as were required of me, but it still remains undecided whether my 
; son is to be a freeman or not, unless it has been decided since I left home. 

Can you inform the Committee what are the charter days of the corporation of the 
city of Limerick? — In fact, I did not know there were distinct charier days till I had 
a conversation with the present mayor; he said, they were the first Monday after the 
24th of J une, and the first Monday after the 29th of September. 

What did the mayor state to you with reference to these ' charter days?— That 
.those were the days upon which he conceived those claims could be taken into consi- 
deration, and the result of the determination made known. 

During your acquaintance with the common council of Limerick, have you known 
freemen made indifferently, or only upon those days ? — Oh ! dear yes ; iu many, many 
instances ; numerous instances. 

Did you attend the committee that was appointed for the investigation of your son’s 
claim? — Yes, I did. 

Who composed that committee? — To the best of my recollection, the mayor was 
one, Alderman Watson another, Sir Christopher Marett another, and one or two 
. more ; I may possibly have mis-stated the names of the parties ; but those whom I 
have mentioned were three of them, I believe. 

Mr. Ralph Westropp, was he one ? — I believe he was. 

Was Mr. Fitzgerald Mahony one ? — I believe he was. 

Are those gentlemen members of the common council of the city of Limerick ? 

, tfr-They are. 

Have you frequently seen those individuals at council ? — Very frequently. 

They must consequently have been aware of your being a member of the common 
council ? — Oh, decidedly. 

Have you ever known any expenditure of the corporation funds for the purpose 
of the repairs of the roads and bridges of the liberties, or upon any public works? — 

I have not. 

How are those roads and bridges now repaired ? — I believe by the grand jury cess. 

How is that grand jury cess levied r — I declare I am not aware. 

Who are the individuals that pay it? — By the citizens of the whole town, I 
. believe. 

Do you recollect Che state of the parish of St. Michael previously to the establish- 
ment of the hoard of commissioners for its internal management, with reference to its 
paving, lighting and police ? — I do ; but I am not aware out of what funds those 
repairs were effected. 

Can you inform the Committee, whether there has been an improvement, or 
otherwise, of the condition of the parish of St. Michael since the parishioners have 
had the administration of their own funds? — I think a great deal. 

Can you inform theCommittee what is the present state of the old town of Limerick ? 

'•cn+ifo a perfect state of dilapidation. 

The Old Town is under the government of what body ? — It is supposed to be under 
the government of the corporation. 

!>.q Do you consider that the parishioners of St. Michael’s have the control over their 
own revenues ? — 1 believe they have, 

>«?• -Do 
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AprynttUK Do you, or do you not, consider that the parishioners of St. Michael have any eon- 
(A) troi over their own revenues?— It is very hard for me to say; the commissioners 

J have been appointed by Act of Parliament, and I believe it is tbev who have the con- 

Xlr. trol over those funds. ' 

B. M-Ma/'on. Then you do not believe that the parishioners have any control over their own 
• ) revenues? — I do not know. 

Do you know whether the parishioners elect any of the commissioners?— I do not 
know I have not made it the subject of my consideration. 

You have stated, that the corporation have expended no money upon the repairs ©f 
roads and bridges ; do you not know that they have expended money upon Thomoiui 
bridge ? — I do not know that they have. 

Of what profession are you ? — I am an attorney, a solicitor of the court of 
Chancery. 

Residing at Limerick ? — Yes. 

The Committee believe you were a supporter one time of the corporation interests 
of the city of Limerick? — I was. 

And was a member of the corporation ? — Yes, and now am. 

Are you a burgess? — I am. 

Have you taken the oath annexed to that office?— I have taken an oath, and I 
believe it is the oath of which I have a copy in my pocket. 

Have the goodness to produce it? — This is it. [Producing a written paper.] ; 

This is the oath you have taken ?— I believe so, inasmuch as I got it from the 
proper authority. 

How many years is it since you were sworn ? — Upwards of thirty. 

Have you never, in the interim, read the oath that you took at that time ?— Not 
until lately. 

Have yod forgotten the purport of the oath which you then took ? — In fact I never 
gave myself the trouble of recollecting it. 

Can you state to the Committee, that you have truly kept that oath since you took 
it? — [The question was objected to, and waved.] 



Did Lord Gort ever promise you any place or situation ? — Never distinctly. 

Did you consider that he had given you any promise to that effect? — Lord Gort 
made me, unasked and unhoped for on my part, many professions of friendship, and 
he never realized one of them. 

Did Lord Gort deny that he had ever made you any promise? — I never heard 
that he did ; on the contrary, I heard from Mr. Morris, his lordship’s agent, that he 
admitted them all, but said I was a little too precipitate in my expectations. 

Have you any recollection of Lord Gort’s having told you, that he never would 
give you a place ? — He never told me so. 

Were you ever in gaol ? — I was. 

For debt?— A sheriffs debt due to the crown, of which I never handled one shilling. 

Was that debt paid? — It was. 

By whom?— I believe by the independents of Limerick. 

How long since r — As well as I recollect, it was in the year 1817. 

Did they subscribe for the purpose of releasing you?— The very day I was epm- 
mitted, I understood from Mr. Tuthill, who was then a candidate for the city, that 
a subscription had been entered info for the purpose of discharging the whole amount ; 
the execution was marked for 336/. as well as I can recollect; I knew that the 
actual debt due to the crown was not more than 145/. and I refused to be released 
until I had made an experiment, which I did by sending a memorial to government ; 
the gross amount of the sum due to government consisted in fines for laches of 
duty, amounting, I believe, to upwards of 900/. the entire sum was knocked off and 
1 45 ^ paid, and I got released from the situation in which I was placed. 

1 hen it was in consequence of a subscription of the independents of the city yf 
Limerick that you got your release? — It was. 

Have you adhered to that party since ?— I have. 

Had you supported that party previously? — I had, long previously. 

Is that the party whose object was to assert the rights of election, that had not 
been admitted by the corporation ? — It was. 

And did they set up a candidate in opposition to the candidate who was supported 
by the corporation ? — They did. 

Did they enter into a subscription for the purpose of paying that candidate’*' 
expenses ?- I believe there was a subscription entered into for that purpose. 

Do you consider this oath of secrecy, which you have taken as a burgess, so bind- 
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iogas to preveotyour. giving evidence if you are so required by lawful authority ?— 
I fopk, uponit, that the oath, so far as it goes to secrecy, is not binding; because it 
appears to o^, and I have; thab dotiviction upon my mind, that it was °originally in- 
tended for the purpose of covering delinquencies of one kind and another. ° 

J 3 o you conceive an oath so taken, can interpose any obstacle to your examination 
before any court of justice? — I should suppose not. 

You have stated, that you w ere arrested for a debt due by you as sheriff, can you 
inform the Committee the time and circumstances of that arrest ? — I believe it was 
some time about the 1 8th day of the election ; I am not exactly sure when the execu- 
tion came down from Dublin ; I have every reason to believe the execution was a 
fabrication of the then corporation of Limerick, and I was arrested upon that 
execution. 

By whom were you arrested ?— By Mr. Brereton. 

What office did he fill at that time? — Sheriff of Limerick. 

: Was he the returning officer presiding at that election ?— He was. 

At the time the returning officer, the sheriff of Limerick made that arrest, were you 
actively engaged in election pursuits? — Very actively. J 

And those pursuits were adverse to the interest of the corporation ?— Yes. 

Had any application ever been made to you before for this sum of money for 
which you were arrested ?— I do not recollect that I ever was applied to, but it 
remained in terrorem ; we knew we were liable, having passed our accounts, and 
I was endeavouring to prevail on my colleague, who was the aggressor, to pay off the 
King’s silver, and other money that was due, and to extricate me from it. 

How many years had it been due?— I was sheriff, the last time, in the year 1807. 

And when did the arrest take place ?— In the year 1817. 

And this debt had accrued during your shrievalty in 1807 ? — Yes. 

You say you have not read this oath till lately ? — No, I have not. 

You have read it lately? — Yes. 

When you came to give evidence to day, you perfectly remembered this clause of 
secrecy? — I did. 

Did you not know, that you might at any moment be arrested for the debt that 
you had incurred ? — I had in many instances before that, I will not say many, but in 
some instances before that, I had been arrested by a tipstaff from Dublin ; and it is 
a well known fact, that you may get rid of him by paying the fees. 

You mean to state then, you had been arrested before for the sum, and got off bv 
paying the tipstaff’s fees? — Nine years before that I was arrested. 

, Were y°u then arrested for this sum ? — No ; it was in consequence of not passing 
orf accounts, and then the accounts were passed by my colleague; but I was never 
arrested till then for that sum. 

How often have you been arrested by the tipstaff on subjects connected with your 
office ?— Never but once for not passing the accounts ; this last time I was arrested 
by the sheriff. 

Is it not the general rule to direct arrests to the sheriff?— Writs of assistance 
come down to the sheriff, but this was a writ of capias ad satisfaciendum . 

Sent out of the exchequer ? — Yes. 

It was a ca. sa. as it is called ? — Yes. 

You now state, that you do not consider this oath, which you took as a burgess, 
as binding?— Not that portion of it which imposes secrecy. 

How long is it since you have formed that impression? — Since I began to consider 
the nature of the oath, and saw the variance which is to be found in it ; in one part, 
you are bound to protect the rights of the inhabitants of the city of Limerick ; and 
m another part, you are bound to secrecy, whereby it gives to the party taking it, an 
opening by which he is enabled to violate those rights. 

How long is it since you came to that conclusion?— Possibly within a year, or a 
year and a half. 

Is this the first time you have ever given evidence as to the secrets of the council 
since you came to that determination ? — Certainly. 

|t is the first time ? — It is tlie first time. 

Were you ever called upon to give evidence before upon that subject? — No. 

t>Q you uotconceive, as a legal man, in case of any proceeding by quo warranto , 
or by mandamus , relating to the corporation, if a burgess were called before a court 
Qf justice to give evidence, they., wpuld disregard that clause of secrecy, and compel 
him to disefose airh.e knoiy.?— -It is difficult for me to determine ; but I rather think 
he, would not be bound by the oath, fo disc eidl 

S^» 7 . A a 



MH 

B. M‘Afhhon. 
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Mercurii , 10* die Julii, 1822. 
THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 

IN THE CHAIR. 



Mr. John Barry, Galled in ; and Examined. 

WHERE do you reside? — In Limerick. 

Mr. What office do you hold in that city ? — Secretary to the commissioners for im- 

John Barry. proving the parish of St. Michael. 

(io July.) Will you have the kindness to state, whether that is the return which you have 
given in in obedience to the orders of this Committee ? [A paper being handed to 
the witness .] — It is. 

Does that paper contain a full account of the mode of conducting the business of 
the commissioners of the parish of St. Michael? — It does. 

How are the accounts audited ? — They are audited by a committee appointed by 
the commissioners ; a committee of themselves, three or four, or sometimes five ; 
three or four generally. 

How is the committee of the commissioners appointed? — By the board of commis- 
sibiiers when they meet ; seven commissioners when they meet, constitute a quorum ; 
sometimes there may be eight attend, sometimes nine and ten ; but it is necessary 
that there should be seven, and they appoint three or four, or perhaps five, of their 
own body, to audit the accounts. 

How many commissioners act as a committee? — Seven constitute a quorum. 

You say, that the commissioners appoint a committee to investigate the accounts, 
and that seven of the commissioners must meet in order to choose that committee ; 
of how many does that committee consist ? — There may be three or four. 

How many generally? — That depends upon the number the board may nominate. 

How many do they generally nominate ?— About three or five. 

Never less than three ? — There may be less than three ; it is possible there might 
be two or three. 

You never recollect only one being appointed ? — Never. 

How often do the commissioners meet ? — That depends upon the business that is 
to be brought before them ; they adjourn their meetings perhaps for a fortnight or three 
weeks ; then, if there is business to be done, or any letters sent to me on parish 
business, I summon them to attend ; they are summoned to attend by me, when the 
business of the parish requires their attendance. 

Have you any regular surveyor ? — We have. 

Who is he ? — Mr. John William Owens, he is now the surveyor ; his father, that 
is dead, was the surveyor before him. 

Have you any treasurer? — I act as treasurer in receiving the monies paid to me 
by the collector, and in disbursing the money for the exigencies of the parish. ' 

By whose directions do you disburse the money? — I disburse it by the directions 
of the commissioners, in consequence of the powers they have vested in me to light 
the globes of the parish ; they have vested powers in me to buy oil, and other neces- 
saries to light those globes, and to pay for repairing the streets of the parish, and for 
paying watchmen and sweepers, and lamplighters. 

Do you light the lamps by contract? — The commissioners did light the lamps by 
contract, previous to the year 1816; but they were so badly lighted by the contractor, 
in fact they burned, they did not blaze; the contractors were so anxious to make as much 
money as they could by it, and the commissioners of the parish in order to put an end 
to the jobbing, conceived it would be much better done by one of their own officers 
than by the contractors ; and it is not only much better done, but we also give as 
good light as can be expected, and we do it perhaps twenty per cent cheaper than 
was paid to the contractors. 

In what way is the first entry made of any pecuniary transaction affecting the parish ; 
in what book is it entered ? — In the waste book. 

Being entered in the waste book, into what account is it afterwards transcribed? — - 
Being entered in the waste book, the transaction is stated exactly as it occurs on the 
lelt band side of the page, and on the opposite page is the journal entry of it, 

according 
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according to the proper mode of keeping accounts ; and after that journal entry, then 
it is posted in the ledger. J 

How frequently are those accounts submitted to the commissioners ?— They are 
always ready for their inspection at every day of their meeting, if they require them. 

How frequent y are the abstracts printed P-Once a year, that is to say, when the 
collectors close their accounts; the Committee will find in these printed abstracts, 
that the dates of the publication are not exactly consistent, as to the month or day of 
the month; the reason is this, it is impossible to close the account of the parish 
until the co ectors give in their accounts, because, until the collectors have ascer- 
tained the allowances to be made for uninhabited houses, and arrears which remain 
due in the parish, it is impossible to make up the accounts. 



Is each of those accounts, before it is printed and published, submitted to the audit 
ot the commissioners ? — Always. 

What mode have you adopted for giving publicity to those accounts ?— We print 
perhaps two or three hundred, and send them to every man’s house. 

Is that prescribed to you by law ?— No ; there is nothing in the Act of Parliament 
that requires it. 

Having put those accounts in circulation, do you leave the original account books 
open to every parishioner who chooses to inspect them?— At all times, and they are 
even invited to inspect them. 

H-e the parishioners any control over the expenditure or the assessment of the' 
parish . No, the parishioners have not ; it is the commissioners who make the 
assessment. 

• aP*a ; aPP 0 ^ 11 commissioners ? — Twenty-one commissioners were nominated 

m the Act of Parliament, and seven new commissioners are elected biennially. 

who are they elected by ? — By those inhabitants of the parish who are entitled to 
vote ; tor no person is qualified to vote who does not pay taxes to the amount of 
41 • per annum. 

Do they ever vote ?— They do sometimes in very large numbers, sometimes as 
many as 180. J 8 

Is there a public notice given of the holding of an election ?— There is, and the 
election is held in the public coffee-room of the Commercial buildings. 

In the expenditure, in 1807, there is this item, « Paid for the solicitor’s bill of 
costs for the Act of Parliament, 670/. 1 5s. gd.t”^ Yes, I believe there is; 
I believe that is the very first disbursement. 

Is it not provided tinder the Act, that the expenses of that Act should Be defrayed 
out of the rates? — It is. J 

And there is also, “ Paid Counsellor Casey the amount of his demand for his 
tiou e and expenses in going to London, and attending two sessions of Parliament, 
to promote the enactment of the parish bill, 513/. os. 3 </.?” — It is right. 



Then there is, “ Fees to lawyers on doubtful matters in the Act of Parliament, 
and tor attorneys bill of costs for sundries, 9/. 10s. 4 £</.;” is that for the same 
oAhe Acj iament ‘ * s > "'^ ere doubtful matters arose respecting the construction 

Those were fees to lawyers for opinions taken on the Act of Parliament?— They’ 
were. J 



What is the income of the parish now, according to its present assessments ? 
—1 believe the assessment for the last year was about 3,100/. if I mistake not; 
somewhere thereabouts, it may be more or less. 

Is the whole of the parish paved ? — It is everywhere either pitch paved or powder 
paved ; that is, so far as the rates extend, not the whole of the parish. 

How much of it is powder pavement? — Most of the side streets, and some 
portion of the other streets, are powder paved ; I cannot possibly say the number of 
peixhes of it, but most of the side streets from below George’s-street. 

hen there is but one street paved ? — There is George’s-street, the quays, and 
oank-place, and some other streets. 

Tontine buikT'^rT S Street P ave( * ? I* * s_as far as Glentworth-street and opposite the 

y°V ex P' a io to the Committee what is the meaning of powder paverrient? 

Hone with broken stones, as the high roads are done; we call it powder pavement 
“ftmguish it from the other, vphich we call pitched pavement. 

Are you acquainted -with the mode of pavement adopted in Dublin, under the 

authority of the paving board?— No. . 

Can 
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superintendent of the lamps, and he was overseer 



He was surveyor of the parish; he was 
erseer of the sweepers. 



iell.tfne, there was no money in my hands to pay it but country notei, aiid'4hey 
would not take those country notes at the bankers, in payment of the;' bill for the gib 
and it was necessary that a discount should be made for those country notes, 

Here is, “ Paid T. Mackie for sundry works done;” is he not also a surveyor? — 
No, he is not; he never was surveyor. 345 y 

He is an architect, is he not?— He is. 

'Is^he employed under the Grand Canal company? — He is. . ; 

What is the amount of Mr. Owens’s salaries for his different offices? — He?has 
forty guineas a year as surveyor, fifty guineas a year for superintending the lighting 
of the lamps, and he has ten guineas a year for overseeing the sweepers. - p 

Do you never employ any other surveyor in the parish than Mr. Owens ?— No. 
There is a charge here, “ Paid for completing the sewer in the front areas, from 
S. Alexander’s corner to Denmark-street, and from thence across George-street to 
the river do you recollect that charge? — Yes. 

Who was it executed that work ? — I forget, except I were to refer to the 
particular counts; I believe it was done under my superintendence of the 
surveyor’s. 03 

Was it done by contract? — No; 1 believe it was done under the surveyor s super- 
intendence, and paid for by me. 

Are the Committee to understand then, that the surveyor is paid afterwards for 
surveying his own works? — No ; he only surveys it, he does not execute it. 

Who executed the work ?— I believe it was executed by men employed by thfe 
surveyor. 

Then it was the surveyor’s work ? — No; he employed men to clean, the sewer, 
masons to take up the flag stones, and labourers to clean it out ; and ihetf, jf 'fbat 
was the way it was done, he gives me every week a bill of the expenses of paying 
those labourers, and cleaning the sewers, which I pay. 

And then he is paid afterwards as a surveyor ?— No ; he makes no profljf fo^u r 
perintending the works ; it is his duty as the surveyor. 

Was this made by Mr. Owens? — Under his superintendence I believe it seas;? ibait 
he is paid forty guineas a year salary for superintending those works, end seemg them 
executed by the labourers. egwffcr B ei sradT 

And does he report the manner in which they are executed afterwantf&TMHfc<toeai 
he is on oath ; and his oath is, on his account, in the ledger. , omoiq of 

Then he first surveys the work, then he does the work, and then he is paid for 
reporting that it is well executed ? — He is not paid for that, that is payjt of ,his 
duty. _ ; ^ 

That is what he is paid his salary for? — That is part of his doty as surveypiy; 
every thing that falls under his duty, as the surveyor of the parish, it i$ bis duty to 
execute, for which he receives a salary of forty guineas a year. 

Do you mean to say that any part of this work was executed by Mr. Owens by 
contract, or that he had any interest in it ? — Not at all. 

Was he employed under the commissioners to superintend the work? — He was. 

- Were the men paid by the day? — They were. 

Did he then derive any profit from the work? — None at all, V*' . . 01 rn a W 

Was the work well done in the end? — Yes ; he reported it as well done. / " 

, Was there any complaint made of the insufficiency of the work?— No, not that 
1 know of. ,;■> \ * . ,-aa* 

Is it a work under ground? — The sewer certainly is under ground 
Therefore it is not easy for any one to know whether it is well done or not, except 
the man who executes it ?— Certainly, except the surveyor. 

Has it ever wanted doing since?— I do not know as to that, the sewers frequently 
get, obstructed. , . . -v* 

How many years back is this? — I do not know, except I look at the account; 
there is hardly a year frit what some of the sewers are obstructed. 

01 ' 'oa 
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You state distinctly, that Mr. Owens has no profit upon any of the works carried 
on in the city of Limerick, bv the parish of St. Michael, except his salary ?— I do not 
believe he has. 

XJ'pon what do you ground that belief? — I ground it upon the oath he has taken, 
on being appointed surveyor, and of his well known character for his probity and 
integrity. 

You have no positive fact to ground your belief upon? — Not more than that ; my 
opinion of his character, and that of the public at large, is very good indeed. 

You know, of your own knowledge, that there is no part of those works for which 
he is contractor? — Not apart ; he has no more to do with them than any body else, 
except to certify the accounts of the workmen. 

He brings you the accounts of the workmen’s wages? — No ; he sends the accounts 
of the workmen by the workmen themselves ; he first heads the bills, then he puts 
down the names of the persons who work, and the number of days they work. 

Then the workmen come to you with that, and you pay the money to them? — 
Yes. 

Then no money passes through his hands for the execution of the work?— Not 
a shilling. 

The bills come direct to you certified by him?— They do; and that is the case 
with the watchmen, whose bills are certified by the constable of the watch, and every 
other person employed in the parish in that way. 

Does not he pass notes for different contracts for oil and things of that kind ?— 
The commissioners vested in me a power to buy oil and to pay the lamplighters, and 
fo pay the other disbursements of the parish. Mr. Owens and I buy this oil ; some- 
times he buys the oil ; but when he cannot get it, I engage the oif from merchants, 
who import it from Liverpool and other places; it happens sometimes in those 
cases, that those merchants on sending the oil to us, required immediate settlements 
for it, not giving time for the payment of it, and that settlement was made by his 
passing a note, payable at three months, to the merchant for the invoice of the oil. 
I do not pass notes myself, but I know the transaction to be perfectly fair. 

It is done w-ith your knowledge and privity, and the note corresponds with the 
invoice of the oil ?— It does exactly. 

Is that the only pecuniary transaction carried on by Mr. Owens with the com- 
missioners of the parish of St. Michael? — It is, except as relates to his salaries. 

And that is under your authority, and with your knowledge ? — It is ; I do not 
like to pass notes myself for the payment of the money when they may fall due ; per- 
haps I could not conveniently pay them; he sometimes passes a note to the 
merchant, and the merchant has credit for it in the commissioners book for the amount 
afcthe invoice of the oil. 

There is a charge here, “ Paid Counsellor Casey the amount of his demand for 
his trouble in preparing the said amendment, and for his expenses in going to London, 
to promote the enactment of the said amendment, 227 /. 105. ? — Yes. 

. Was Counsellor Casey at that time agent to Lord Limerick? — I do not know; 

I cannot positively say from my own knowledge whether he was or not. 

P? .you know that he ever was? — I am sure he was, for I paid him rent as Lord 
Pimerick’s agent. 

Was he so at that time? — I declare I do not know; I cannot positively say, 
whether he was or was not. 

Is the Committee to understand from you, that whenever they see in these ac- 
counts charges for repairing the sluices of the sewers, and the repair of the sewers 
themselves, that they are always done at the suggestion of Mr. Owens, and executed 
by him in the manner that you have explained in the former instance ? — When those 
sewers require cleaning, the inhabitants that are annoyed by the filth of the sewer 
make application to me or Mr. Owens respecting the state of the sewer; and that 
Sewer is then examined, and if it is found to be the case, that it is annoying to the 
inhabitants in the neighbourhood of it, it is cleaned out under his superintendence, 
and weekly bills given in of the expenses of it to me, in the manner I have stated. 

You have seen the letters of complaint which have been addressed by the inhabi- 
tants to the commissioners, during the years that you have been in office? — I have. 

Has there been any complaint made as to any improper interest which Mr. Owens 
*195 ..$ n y pf. jhe works which he gets executed under the authority of the commis- 

sioners? — There has never been a suggestion, nor even a suspicion of the kind, to 
my knowledge. I tiiirik he can scarcely have any concern in it without its coming 

« 17 . Bb to 
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■ Appendix to my knowledge, because I pay the strictest attention to every thing that concerns 

(A.) the interest of the parish. W>b ei oH — $ aoffio to Juo luq ntwdgnawO afimonT 

Have you ever done any of your works, sewers, and such like works, by contract, 

Mi-. in the city of Limerick ?—• The building of the sewers is done by contract. 

Jok* Barry. Not the cleaning of them?— I do not recollect any of them being cleaned by 
(4® July.) contract. 

Are they built by contract ?— They are, except some small works ; but if there is 
a heavy work, it is always done by contract, with masons for the purpose. 

There is an item here, “ Paid for making a sewer, with a sluice and valve to it, 
from Stephen Bourke’s house at the end of Patrick-street, to the river in front thereof 
that was in the year 1811; do you recollect how that was done? — Ido not recollect 
any of the particulars of that, except I look into the accounts. 

The cleaning the sewer, respecting which you were asked before, from the comer 
of Denmark-street and across George’s-street to the river; do you consider that 
a new work ? — No, it could not be a new work ; yes, I believe that was a new work. 

Was that done by contract? — I forget how that was done. 

That is the work that you stated before was executed by Mr. Owens?— That is 
the cleaning part of it ; it is so long ago ; but I believe that that sewer only came 
across from about the Mail Coach Office to the centre of George-street ; and 
I believe it was cleaned at the time there mentioned, and then continued down to 
the river. 

Then it was a new- sewer from that place ? — It was, I believe. 

Was that done by contract?— I believe it was, but I do not know. 

You do not know whether it was done by contract, or not? — I do not; I can- 
not positively say, except I look into the accounts. 

Was it cleaned out? — It was cleaned out. 

Who generally takes your masons contracts ? — Mr. Mackey has done a great deal 
of the work for the commissioners of the parish ; there are others who have executed 
sewers and built them ; the only contracts that I recollect are for the sewers ; 
Mr. Mackey has made a great many sewers for the commissioners, and other works, 
fence walls to prevent accidents to passengers, and other buildings. 

Has Mr. Owens any other trade besides being a surveyor? — No. 

Do you consider that you light the lamps and do every thing in short cheaper as 
you now do it than if you did it by contract? — I do, indeed ; I am certain of it. 

Will you state why ?— Because the money that it costs us lighting the lamps, 
taking in all expenses, is considerably less than what the commissioners used to pay 
for it when it w’as done by contract ; and not only that, but the lamps are infinitely 
better lighted now ; for when the contractors had them, they used to use the very 
worst oil they could get ; now we use the best oil and best materials, and pay the 
lamplighters ourselves, and it costs us much less. 

Do you consider that if you put the contract up to the person who would take it 
at the lowest rate, that you could not do it cheaper now ? — It was put up in that 
way formerly, and it is done much cheaper now than then. 

Do you not consider that if the same thing was to be done now, you could do it 
much cheaper ? — I think not ; there is no expense attending the lighting of the lamps 
now, but the bare expense of the cost of the oil and the lamplighters wages, and 
other incidental charges ; so that we do the work now at first cost, and use the best 
materials. The contractors, when they get a contract, wish to do it as badly as 
they can, and use the worst materials they can get, and get as much profit as they 
can ; that is my reason for saying so. 

You reckon then, that by doing the work yourself, you save all the profit which 
the contractors would make ? — W e do ; besides the contractor used very bad oil, the 
worst oil he could get ; the way in which it is done now gives me a great deal of 
trouble, without any additional emolument, so that I have no interest in its being 
continued. 

There is in one year a gratuity paid to Mr. Owens for superintending the 
sweepers? — Yes ; the reason of it being expressed in that manner is, that the com- 
missioners did not then wish to give a fixed salary for it, but merely to call it 
a gratuity. 

They have since given a fixed salary ? — Of ten guineas a year ; we get the streets 
also swept cleaner, doing it ourselves, than by contract. 

There is a charge for repairing streets, and building new sewers ; who were they 
executed by in the years 1817 and 1818?— They were done, I believe, by me and 
Mr. Owens, in the same manner as they are now. 

You 
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<" You state, that Mr. John William Owens is the surveyor now j why has.; Mr. 
Thomas Owens been put out of office ? — He is dead. 

When did he die r — Last yea& edlow tuov 10 vas snob 'w* nov avaH 

There is an account here to Mr. John Norris Russell, for oil, 64/. 1^. in the year 
4819; is he one of the commissioners?— No. 

Who is William Collopy ? — He is the man who kept the hotel in Limerick. 

Did he contract to make a sewer? — No, he did not; there was a sewer made by 
him in Cecil-stieet, and he applied to the commissioners for a remuneration for the 
expense of making that sewer, because it was a main sewer in the middle of the 
street, and I believe the commissioners gave him a remuneration for the expense of 
the sewer. 

Are the streets repaired in the same manner as the sewers are cleaned ? They 

are. J 

By you and Mr. Owens? — They are. 

Where do you buy your lamps ?— We get them from Cork; from Foley and Com- 
pany, in Cork. 

He is a glass-blower ? — He is. 

Is there no glass-blower in Limerick ? — No. 

How much do you pay for charities, &c. in the city ?— Five hundred pounds 
a year. 

Do you consider that that is sufficient from the parish of St Michael ?— It is not 
possible for me to give an absolute answer to that, because it is only by relative 
considerations that I could say possibly whether it was or was not. 

You do not know whether it is or is not?— I could not say, without having some 
data to form my comparison upon ; many of the inhabitants think it is, others think 
it is not ; but I would not venture an opinion without having data to go upon. 

What data would you expect? — The revenues of the other part of the city of 
Limerick, the extent of the liberties, and the number of acres in it ; it is by coin*- 
parison it must be determined ; at the time it was granted, it was considered in 
general more than the parish ought to be taxed with for those purposes. 

You are directed, by the Act of Parliament, to pay something to the charities ?— 
Five hundred a year. 

Is that sum stated in the Act?— -It is under an amendment of the parish bill, 
passed in the year 1811. 

Who are the commissioners that usually attend ? — Mr. Kelly, Mr. Mark, Robert 
Rodger, William Roche, Herman Poe, sometimes Christopher Meade, sometimes 
George William Russell, Alderman Mahony. 

Is any other Mr. Russell a commissioner of the parish? — No; Michael Gavin is 
a commissioner, and William Howley is a commissioner; Daniel Gabbett is 
a commissioner. 

Who are the commissioners who usually attend ? — Some may attend one day, and 
some another day. 

Is not the attendance confiued to a very small number of the commissioners ?— 
There must be seven to form a board. 

Who are the seven who usually attend? — Mr. Pinkerton, Mr. Mahony, and 
Michael Gavin, and George Russell, and Robert Rodger, Mr. Kelly, Mr. Howlv 
Mr. H. M* Knight. 

Who else?— John Mark and William Roche. 

Is he a general attendant ? — He does attend regularly ; one day some attend, and 
another day others attend. 

Is there ever any difficulty in getting a board ? — There is often ; but when I do 
not get a meeting, I adjourn to another day, and summon them for that day, and 
adjourn again, if necessary. 

When you do not get a sufficient meeting, you adjourn to a future day? — I do. 

The commissioners are not paid ? — They are not, which is one great reason that 
it is not so easy to get meetings as it otherwise would be. 

Since you have acted as secretary to the board, you are not aware of any instance 
in which the annual accounts have not been audited by the commissioners ? — I am 
not aware of any. 

Hotv often do the commissioners sit in the year? — I cannot well say that; it is 
unpossible to say, except by referring to the resolution book. 

Do they sit once a week? — No, nor yet once a fortnight. 

Do they sit once a month? — Sometimes they do. 

61 7 ^ ■*“ wu -'l5» 
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On an average do they sit more than a month ?— It entirely depends upon the 
business to be brought before them. 

How is a meeting of the commissioners called ?— By my summoning them to 
attend on such a day, and such an hour. 

When you know there is business to be done ?— *¥cs-; because the letters are sent 
to me, and I lay them before the board, acting as their secretary of course. 

Were there not some meetings of the parishioners to complain of the mismanage- 
ment of their revenue ? — There was a meeting of the parishioners, I believe, three 
years ago, and two of the gentlemen that composed that meeting, one of whom wa3 
the chairman of it, Mr. Francis Arthur, were elected commissioners the succeeding 
September, in order to give them a full insight into all the acts and proceedings < 5 " 
the commissioners. 

What was the answer given by the commissioners r — The answer was, that their 
books of accounts were ready for their inspection at all times they wished, or any 
hours they wished to appoint. 

Was that the answer first given? — I believe it was the answer given by the com- 
missioners through me, that their accounts were ready for the inspection of the in- 
habitants at any time they wished, and there was a deputation from that meeting 
waited upon me to inspect the books of the commissioners, and I had all the 
accounts, with the vouchers, laid before them. 

Was that the answ’er given at the first meeting of the commissioners? — I believe 
it w as, in consequence of previous meetings ; that letter that was addressed to me by 
the chairman of that meeting, I felt it my duty, of course, to lay before the commis- 
sioners, in order to act under their instructions ; I called a meeting of the commis- 
sioners, and they entered into a resolution, that all the books of accounts and 
vouchers should be laid before that meeting, or a deputation from it. 

Do you recollect how long after the meeting of the inhabitants, that resolution was 
entered into? — I believe a very short time; I do not Suppose three or four days 
intervened. 

And that is the only answer you recollect their giving? — That is the answer they 
gave, that the books of accounts, and the vouchers of the parish, were ready for their 
inspection, but not their book of proceedings. 

Which is their book of proceedings ?— The book in w'hich their resolutions are 
entered, and their acts and proceedings are registered. 

What is it called ? — The Resolution Book. 

Was that book asked for by the meeting? — It was, by those gentlemen who waited 
on me. 

John Wallace, Esquire, Called in; and Examined. 

ARE you a member of the corporation of the city of Limerick? — I am a burgess of it. 

Were you appointed one of the committee to value some lands, which were after- 
wards let to Lord Gort ? — I was. 

Do you remember those lands ? — Yes, I do. 

Who were the committee appointed w ith you ? — There was Alderman Joseph Crips 
and Alderman Christopher Marett, now Sir Christopher Marett. 

Did you examine those different premises ? — I went to the premises. 

Did you fix, to the best of your judgment, a just valuation upon them? — I did. 

Do vou know how they have been since occupied? — I cannot exactly say ; but 
I rather am strongly of opinion, that they are as they were at that time ; for any thing 
I know to the contrary, they are. 

What were the different lands ; do you recollect their denominations ?— Indeed, 
I cannot immediately recall them to memory now. 

Are those plots all valued correctly ? — To the best of my knowledge they are all, 
except No. 1 1, and which being rather distant, 1 was not sufficiently well to see that 
myself, but I took it from the word of those persons who went for the purpose of 
inspecting it. 

Have you since viewed any of those lands for the purpose of knowing whether they 
were correctly valued or not ? — I have, in consequence of receiving the report of the 
proceedings of the Committee of the House of Commons. 

Of w'hat Committee? — I believe the Election Committee, 

[The following question and answer from the Minutes of the Limerick Elec- 
tion Committee in 1820, were read :] 7 . 

“ What should you think, three English acres of ground in the centre of Limerick, 
“ were worth in the New Town ? — I heard the circumstance of t vto acres of land that 

were 
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“ were let to the daughter of Lord Perry, and I heard that was worth two or three 
** thousand a year ; 1 know the spot.” 

What plot of ground was it that Alderman Vincent alluded to ?— If the report 
that Iliad was correct, it seemed that Alderman Vincent was asked the value of 
aer f s at NewtowikPefry;, ,fpr which he .gave probably a very ample valuation 
as I would do. taiaae iiarii ee onitra ..Li VV 



AWKWlfo 

(A.) 






, , [The folbzving extract from the evidence of Mr. Arthur Vincent, before 

the Limerick Election Committee in 1820, was read i\ 

: Do you know of three aefes that have been lately leased to Lord Gort bv the 

“ coloration ?— N o. ; f 

“ Do^-ou know the Limerick plot? — No, I do not. ‘ 

- ' “- Do you know the Newmarket Houser — Yes, very well. 

<t know the land adjoining? — It is mostly old yards and houses. 

“ should you think two Irish acres were worth, of those old houses at# 

* gardens ? — A good deal of money. V 

# More than ten guineas a year ? — Certainly. , 

'■f** Or a hundred either?— I should think so. 

Mote than five hundred? — I should think it more than five hundred, becausfe ' 
there must be houses there ; I should think there is not half an acre clear.” 

, I) a you know the plot of land which he says is worth 560/. a year?— I be^fo 
'bPP. 1 ?;. the first question and the first answer which was read from Alderman 
Vincent s evidence, that I do not conceive any such grouud as this has been let to 
L.Oid wft, as the question to Alderman Vincent describes, because, it is a plot of 
giound immediately in the rear of the worst part of the old Irish town, called West 
•_ Gate, where there was a gate out to the water, when the river flowed up at 
1 10 tU ) U< i ^mieiick was fortified ; this ground that has been leased to Lord Gort/ is 
bounded on one side by the remains of the Old Town wall, with only a lane dividing 
them and this ground ; and instead of three English acres of ground at New Town 
* “‘ink it would be very difficult to define one acre of this ground ; and I do 
not consider that piece of ground to be New Town Perry, nor do I think any man 
in Limerick would consider it to be so. J 

Are you acquainted with Alderman Vincent? — Extremely well. 

He has long resided in Limerick ? — I have known him reside there, and he has 
yeen in the Limerick militia w ith me. 

He was mayor of Limerick ?— He was. 00 1S||J 81iW . . 

And is locally acquainted with the city and its vicinity ?— He is. 

( . has been also a political supporter of the family of Lord Gort?— I believe so. 

And is a member of the corporation? — He is. 

! -v ' , 

AlIhI yet you consider that his evidence upon this subject, is entirely wrong? — Not 
at all ; I think it is the evidence I would give myself, pretty nearly ; but I think lie ( V : 1 1 
was under a delusion, not conceiving the ground set to Lord Gort to be what it is 
but conceiving it to be three acres at New Town Perry. 

' * s . tbera any part of New Town Perry, which is the property of the corporation of 
City pf Limerick ? I am not aware, except that there are two or three little plots 
' V *H C 1 I do pot think of more value than is stated there ; those are near towards the 
corn marjket. 

Do you call that New Town Perry ? — I think that would be more New Town 
but - A define New Town Perry myself; such as George-street and William- 
street, and Patrick-street, Crescent and Tontine buildings, and the side streets out 
of. those streets. 

yop domot believe that the corporation have any property in that part which 
ypp would define as New Town Perry ?— I cannot say ; I have not long belonged’ 
to the corporation, nor have .1 been very much engaged in its concerns. ° 

Con ^ e ' ve Alderman Vincent, a member of the corporation of Limerick, 

Md mistake the plots in question, for any part of New Town Perry ?— The question 
fliere is, w hat three acres of ground are worth at New Town Perry, and Alderman 
mcent answers that question, but I say there is no such land let to Lord Gort. 

Aidenuau Vincent states, tha/two acres in New Town Perry would be worth tw r o 
°* 3 ’ u00 ^ a year; but he states, th^t this property. which contains the old houses 
a .H4.g ai 'dens, v'pqld be worth about boo/, a years do you think that contains 011a 
a £f?. "i grquiKi ^r-, J do not. - . ■ . 

“* ot i »" ■“ **« 
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^jws^ tP /»Xt}Mtf there ^e.nptitwo acres ?p- 1 could i)pt> scramble mat 

f&j so much ground as to imagine that there are two acres there. 

: r rnr 7 r " Pi id y§M!ppt .report that? it ypntajned two acres ?— ^pt tli'4t I kuow-pE 

• Esii. ^ ^'° 1 1C * KSt of y° uv ** does not contain two acres of land ? — I cannot think 

on iftgf ariB nco t— i fioijiorimu tifil JJ liijt iolti noa nov id 
f.[fui u ^9 «° w do you know it to be the same plot of land as described in the .original deed ? 
— Inasmuch as the boundary is mentioned. ° 

Are the boundaries of this plot of land distinctly set out in the original deed ?-r-So 
far as the Old Town wall is mentioned ; but it is difficult to find it out, in consequence 
of the encroachments which have been made, but the thing is of no value. 

We have in the Report, that this was the same plot of ground as that described in 

■ the original deed ? — There was a deed describing the Old Town wall on one side, and 
the Old r fown wall was on one side of this plot of ground. 

Was that the only boundary you could find?— There was St. Michael’s church- 
yard, which was another boundary. 

What was the nature of that original deed ? — It was a parchment lease, I believe ; 
I did not examine it closely; I conceived it to be a contract for a lease made by the 
corporation, and that the deed would, show that this plot of ground had fallen in. 

Can you make any estimate how much there was of this land ; how much do you 
suppose there was ? — I cannot say how much. 

Have you been much used to measuring land r — Not at all. 

What did you conceive your duty to be in making this valuation ? — In forming an 
estimate for myself, in judging what the thing might be worth, and seeing what it was. 

. What was it ? — Actually a heap of ruins, the remains of old cabins and other old 
buildings that were once erected, but all down now. 

How can you form an estimate of any plot of ground, without first knowing' the size 
of that plot of ground ?— The truth is,” that if it was to be done to-morrow, if the 
ground was my own, from my knowledge of it, if an estimate was taken of.it for ten 
guineas a year, I should think the people who made that estimate were very good 
friends of mine, because I would not take it at that sum, and that has been’ my. 
' Opinion since I first saw what it was. 

Is the wall of St. Michael’s church-yard parallel with the Old Town wall ? — It is; 
but it is only of trifling extent in comparison. 

How did you know the plot of land r— I was taken to it by a person belonging to the 
corporation who had the lease ; the vice-chamberlain, as I hear. 

Who was vice-chamberlain? — Mr. Morris. 

__ Did you compare that plot of ground with the description in the original deed ?— 
1 Not- critically. 

Then you only put the description of the vice-chamberlain? — Yes. 

Do you think there is as much as an acre of it ? — I think it is as much as that ; I do 
not know exactly how it could be defined ; I believe it would be almost impossible 

■ to point out the exact boundaries of it. 

Dp you think there was as much as an acre of that ground to which you allude?- 

I think about anacre. 

Might there not be an acre and a half ? — I cannot say; there might be, but 
I do not think so ; but the name of two acres at all astonished me much ; and I do 
"think, that it Captain Vincent was with me for half an hour on the place, that he 
would be decidedly of my opipion as to the value ; I verily believe it is unproductive. 

Have you any reason to know what rent is made out of that land at present?— 
I believe nothing I am not aware of any thing. 

Do you live in the New Town ? — Yes. 

How long have you resided there? — I have been quartered in Limerick as one of 
•the staff officers of the militia since 1816, being occasionally away. 

Do you know the manner .in which the parish of St. Michael is taxed ?— I declare 
I do not know how to answer that, I am not aware of the thing ; the fact is, I do not 
make myself acquainted with all those kind of things ; I am in another line, but 
I hear and believe it is taxed by an Act of Parliament made for that part. 

Do not all the wealthiest inhabitants of the city reside in that parish? — Decidedly, 
nearly all, I believe. 

Do you consider that the mode of exempting that parish from paying its equal pro- 
portion of taxes a beneficial one to the remainder of the town? — I really cannot 

Do you know how much a year the parish. of St. Michael contributes to the general, 
expenses of the city ?— ? I cannot say precisely that 3 but if I mistake not, having been 

• . upon 
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upon the gf«n'd jury of the city two of thrte times, I think "it « »« SfltoSWWte 
500I. a year. ,91901 eoio* pwf oi* aianJ JfiriJamgBaii o.t $jj bnuo-ig doom oe 

l or three parposes—' The fever hospital; ffie gaol; and the house rf Industry" <4 it 
iiwI^-L-I' believe so. 

l)o you consider that a fair proportion ? — I can answer no question upon that 
subject ; I am not acquainted with the thing iit all. 

Since you have been in Limerick, have you ever heard of a meeting of the 
parishioners for the purpose of complaining of the manner in which the accounts of 
*he parish of St. Michael are kept, and the disbursement of their revenues ?— No 
I am not aware of it ; it might be without my knowledge; I am not aware of it: * 

What street do you live in ?— I live in William-street. 

Is that street paved ? — It is. 

IIow is it paved ?•*■— W ith the usual kind of pavement in Limerick ; limestone 
I believe. ’ 

Powder-paved ? — There has been powder pavement thrown upon the ruts 'that were 
made in the other pavement. 

By whom were you appointed to make this valuation of the lands ?— I cannot 
particularize any body ; it was at a meeting of the council that I was at. 

By the common council ?— Yes. 

Do you know who is the tenant of those lands now under the Corporation ?— They 
were demised, I believe ; I know that was the agreement that was entered into ; 
whether they have been perfected or made good since, I do not know. 

\ ou are a member of the common council? — I am. 

You reported upon the value of the Penny well lot, N° n, without havin'* seen 
it? — Yes. ° 

Have you fever seen it since? — I have passed the road very often; but I do hot 
know that I have seen that particular lot. 

But you signed the report of the value of that lot, upon the statement of the 
Others . — -I did, and I would have taken the value of my own property in the sartie 
way, and should have been quite satisfied with their valuation. 

What is your situation ? — I am paymaster of the Limerick city militia. 

Have you been present at council when any petitions, praying for admission to the 
freedom of the city of Limerick, have been laid before the council ?— I have. 

Have you known of any individuals who have so petitioned, being admitted to the 
freedom of the city?— Yes. 

When?— I knew them before the period of their petition, and I have known them 
ever since. 



Will you name any individuals who have been so admitted, in consequence of their 
petitions? — Yes, I will ; Mr. Matthew Barrington has been admitted to the freedom 
of the city. 

When was Mr. Matthew Barrington admitted ? — The last council day. 

When was the last council holden ?— The first Monday after the 24th of June last. 

Was Mr. Barrington the first individual you have ever known admitted to the 
freedom of the city of Limerick, as a matter of right on petition? — I believe so; 
1 am not aware of any thing of the same description being before the council, as there 
was at the time their petitions were laid before them ; I have only been a member of 
the council a short time, probably for three or four vears. 

Do you recollect the petition of Mr- Boyce ? — There was a petition from Mr. Boyce, 
and he was admitted. * J * 

There was a petition of Mr. George Bodkin, was he admitted? — There were six 
petitioners, as eldest sons of freemen, and I believe Mr. Bodkin was one of them, 
and there was one admitted for marriage also. 

Mr. James Bodkin petitioned, in right of marriage, was he admitted ? — There was 
bht one admitted on the right of marriage, and that was not the name; there was 
a Mr. Bodkin admitted as the son of a freeman ; there were Mr. Barrington, Mr. 
Boyce, Mr. Russell, Mr. Bodkin, Mr. Macmann, and Mr. O'Sullivan; those six 
were admitted to freedom, as elder sons of freemen. 

1 here were several petitioners under the claim of apprenticeship also, VrCre there 
not? — There were. > ih v : . - 

Have any of them been admitted? — There were none admitted under the claim 
01 apprenticeship. " il >: Ml ol •too lundaruxi a esxal to aoiltoq 

n< o ^' e apprentices individuals rather of an inferior class to the others? — I do 
not know them at all ; they were not admitted to their: freedom in consequence of 
its appearing that there was Bo document or proof that was at all satisfactofy f Tf-Was 



agreed 



J&/ 

/ 



Appendix: 




(10 July.) 
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agreed upon, that the proof that they had brought forward should be laid before 
eminent counsel for their opinion, whether those proofs were sufficient, and that the 
earliest day after that opinion was had, they would be informed -of it; and if it was 
considered that the proofs' were sufficient, and according to- the usages of other places 
that they would be admitted. ^ 1 ’ 

Did those admissions take place subsequently to the appointment of the present 
Committee ?—\ es, I believe this Committee was sitting; it was the Monday after the 
24th of June, the usual day for the common council to meet, to choose public 
officers. 1 

That was after Mr. Parker, the corporate officer, had set off for London, for the 
purpose of attending this Committee ?— Certainly, for we had not the books’; and the 
proceedings were taken down on a separate sheet of paper. 

Then, previously to the appointment of this Committee, you are not aware of one 

single admission of any freeman, in right of birth, service, or marriage? Not of 

admission; but I am quite aware, that long previous to this Committee, months 
previous to it, the petitions laid before the common council were referred by them to 
a committee of their body, for the purpose of receiving the proofs and the evidences 
and on the following council day to give their report of what evidences they had 
received. J 

Can you inform the Committee what are the charter days of the corporation ? 

r I he Monday after the 24th of June is one in order to choose the municipal officers 
for the year, and the Monday after the 29th of September, when they are 
sworn in. J 

Did you ever know persons admitted to the freedom of the city of Limerick on 
any other days than those two?— I believe I have, certainly. 

- Have you been present in council, when such admissions have taken place?— 
I dare say I have ; I must beg to observe, that since I became a member of the 
corporation, probably the utmost number of the councils I have attended is not more 
than four or five; and whether those were upon other days, 1 do not exactly remem- 
ber; but I believe they were not. 

Can you inform the Committee at whose suggestion persons are made free of the 
city of Limerick ; who proposes persons as corporate officers and as freemen in 
council?— In council they arc generally proposed by Lord Oort; sugoestions 
1 know, have been made to him to propose persons for their freedom. * 

Lord Gort generally proposes them ?— Generally he does. 
r Have you ever known a proposition negatived by the council which was made 
by Lord Gort? — I am not aware of such a thing during the short time that I men- 
tioned I have belonged to the council. 

.Are you aware of the burgesses oath ?— Yes, I rather think so. totUt 

Do you conceive that that oath imposes any difficulty upon you in giving your 
evidence when required to do so by a court of justice or a competent authority? 
—I would not willingly; and I would, under protection, refuse to answer several 
questions that might be put to me; not that I am aware of any question to-dav 
w Inch might not be answered consistently with that oath. J 

The appointments to corporate offices take place in the same way that you have 
stated with regard to the admissions of freemen, upon the proposition of Lord Gort 
acceded 10 by the council ?— Yes, they do, • 

You are paymaster of the city of Limerick militia ?— I am. 

Where are the arms and accoutrements of the city of Limerick militia at present 
deposited ?— The arms of the disembodied part of the regiment were lodged in the 
ordnance depdt of Limerick; the accoutrements for the regiment are in the store 
appointed by government lor the accommodation of the stores of the regiment and 
lor the accoutrements and arms of the remaining parts of the staff not immediately 
ip employ, which they now are. J 

Where is that depot ? — In William-street. 

a year ^° U * nf ° rm the Committee what rent. is paid for that house? One hundred 

To whom is that rent paid?— Just now, I believe, the property is vested in 
Mr Gabbett, who purchased it at the sale of Messrs. Mansell and Company late 
bankers; the agreement was originally made between government and a Mr John 

cf the 8 fiir ffi "-f, lntcndKl - h y ,he of Parliament, for the accommodation 
ol the staff officers and the accoutrements and stores of the regiment. 

Do any of-'the staff -officers ‘reside in that tonaef+t-None reside in it so faf as 
living tliofe; but it is in the necessary occupation of some of. them that cannot do 

without 
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without. j& for instance, myself ; the paymaster’s office is there, and .the, paymaster’s Appendix 

.busing is done; there, I have to pay the men weekly, and to take their receipts,! the (A-) 

same as if the regiment was [in. full existence. : I resided there for months, and pther v *’ w ‘ — ^ * 

officers have resided there; the late surgeon resided there for years ; the quarter • JohnWaltati, 

master and his family resided there a considerable time ; we all, at different periods, 

have. resided there. ;qfs -t»H i < . r (c ti« ; July.) 

•You have resided therein turn? — No, we have been there together; I have been 
there; when, the quartermaster and his family were there. 

Where do the rest of the staff reside ? — The adjutant is the mayor of Limerick, 
and he has an establishment of his own, and I happen to have a relation in the same 
Street nearly opposite, and for the present I reside with that relation. 

At present, there is no person residing there? — Not actually living there; except 
my servant, one of the staff. 

Where do the remaining members of the staff reside, who do not reside in that 
house; do they reside at their own private houses ? — Just now they are at their own 
private bouses ; there is a picquet guard mounted every evening to aid in the pro- 
tection of the city. 

Have you at any time, since that house has been taken for the accommodation of 
the city of Limerick staff, known any billet money issued for the purpose of enabling 
the staff to provide lodgings for themselves? — From the first day of being disem- 
bodied, lodging money has been paid. 

Does the payment of the 100I. a year pass through your hands? — No. 

Who receives it? — The assignees of Mr. Worrall, the bankrupt. 

Are you aware that the sum which they actually receive, is the sum of loot ? — 

Decidedly. 

Neither more nor less ? — Decidedly not ; I have no possible idea of any thing 
else ; I never heard such a suggestion before. 

I§ it not essentially necessary that an orderly room, and a paymaster’s office, .aud 
a regimental store room should exist for the staff of the regiment? — It is impossible 
the business of the regiment can be done without it. 

Do you conceive then, an accommodation for those purposes you have stated, 
could be procured at a less sum than too/, a year?— I do not know whether some 
place might be procured for less than 100 /. a year, but not one which would answer 
the purpose so well. 

Is it not a house which you have now ? — It is. 

Do you not think it necessary that you should have a house? — We cannot do 
without it. 

Would you be responsible for your stores if you kept them in apartments with 
other lodgers residing in the house? — That is a thing that cannot apply, because 
there could not be any other lodgers in the house ; it must belong to the staff. 

What stores are deposited in the house ? — That is the quarter master’s department. 

Would you be satisfied then as an individual, taking a bouse in the city of Limerick, 
tq pay a loo/, a year for that house unfurnished, and paying the taxes? — I would 
not now, because houses are fallen very much, and the consequence is that the staff 
have just now surrendered it, thinking there would be an abatement made; but we 
Ufiust have a large house for the purpose, in fact the government think it necessary 
that the officers should be well accommodated, and previously to their making an 
arrangement for taking a house of the same description, the staff officers are to sign 
their consent, that they agree to that as being fit for their accommodation, and that 
they will not look for any further accommodation. 



fcnbri 



aJal t \ 
hrfol ,■ 



Veneris , 12 ° die Julii , 1822 . 

THOMAS SPRING RICE, ESQUIRE, 



IN THE CHAIR. 



Mr. John Courtenay , Called in ; and Examined. 



ARE you connected with the city of Waterford ? — Yes. Wr> 

Are ypu^axypre whether any arrangement has been made on the part of the cor- John Courtenay. 
^oration i inhabitants at large, with jn the last year, relating to the grand (12 July.) 

• D d jury 
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Mr- 

John Gourtenay. 

(12 July.) 



Mr. 

John Barry. 
(H July.) 
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jury appointment and tlie public taxation ?-r-I can only recollect reports of it, or 
rather seeing it in a public paper. 

Can you procure, for the Committee, a copy of the resolutions which were then 
passed? — I will endeavour to do so. 

If you can procure it, will you transmit it to the chairman of this Committee ?— 
Yes. 

Do you reside at Waterford ?— No ; I reside in London. 

Mr. John Barry, called in ; and again Examined. 

ARE there now any applotters in the parish of Saint Michael ? — Yes. 

Who are they ?— Mr. Michael Quinn, a grocer, who lives at Onan Quay, Matthew 
Ryan, woollen draper, in Patrick-street, and Richard Bodkin, who was lately 
a grocer, in Patrick-street. 

Is there any collector appointed in the parish of Saint Michael ? — There are. 

Who are they?— Dennis Edwards and William Hartney. 

Do they find any sureties ? — They do. 

How long is it since they have been appointed ?— Edwards has been a long time 
appointed, I believe nine or ten years, and Hartney, I believe, about 1815 or 1816, 
somewhere about that period ; the parish is divided into two parts ; formerly Edwards 
collected both parts, but the commissioners thought it would be better done by 
having two collectors instead of one. 3 

Was Mr. Harrison a collector ? — Yes ; under the commissioners he was the first. 

How long was he the collector?— I believe three years; 1807, 1808, and 1800. 

Was he not a defaulter? — He was. 

To what amount? — To a very considerable amount. 

State the amount as near as you can ? — Three or four hundred pounds. 

After he so became a defaulter, w as he removed from office, or continued ? He 

was immediately deprived of his situation, and his sureties were threatened to be 
sued ; and eventually every shilling was paid. 

Did the parish sustain any loss by his defalcation ? — No ; the parish did not 
lose any thing. 

How long was he continued in the office after he became a defaulter?— Not an 
hour ; he never collected a halfpenny afterwards ; Rowland was appointed the next 
collector after him. 

How long did the defalcation remain undischarged? — I cannot tell from 
memory ; I can tell by a reference to the accounts ; Mr. O’Callaghan was written 
to officially upon the subject, by an attorney, and sometime afterwards it was 
paid off. 

The whole has been paid? — Every shilling. 

But you do not know bow long it was till the whole was paid ?— I cannot tell the 
precise number of months, but the payment was enforced as soon as it could be. 

Did it remain due a year?— I do not believe it did ; I could tell by looking at the 
account book. 0 

How long did it remain due ?— With the permission of the Committee, I will 
reier to the account book ; [the witness referred to an account book ;] Mr. Harrison 
was a defaulter in March 18 to; he then owed 367/. 105. qd.; on the 6th of 
November following, there was paid of that by Mr. O’ Callaghan, 6 jl. to*. 0 d. ; 
and he made a further payment on the 10th of May 1811, of 309/. 12*. 

Do you keep any record of the orders that are' made upon you for monies by 
Mr. Owens'— Yes; I will show the Committee how they are done; [producing 
a file of papers .] r 6 

Does that file you now produce contain the whole of the papers and the vouchers 
since August last? — Yes. 

Are those vouchers open to public inspection ?— They are; there is no secrecy 
whatever ; any person may see them who wishes it; I pay the men myself; the men 
bring me the bills, and I pay them ; the constable of tile watch gives a return of the 
watchmen, and I pay, upon his return, all of whom I know well. 

Do you keep those bills after the accounts are settled ? — I do. 

Do you keep them all ? — Indeed I do, for fear it should be necessary to refer to 
them at any time ; we found it necessary lately to refer to them, in consequence of 
something that occurred connected with the parish. 

Are all the papers as well as the books of the commissioners, open to the parish 
for their inspection?— All but the Resolution Book; every paper, account and voucher 

belonging 
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belonging to them, they are at all times open to their inspection ; it never was 
refused them ; it never was; and it will be seen by some of the printed ah-trur's 

they are invited to inspect the vouchers in the most minute 'Manner. 

Do most of the gentlemen of the corporation of Limerick reside in the parish of 
St. Michael ?— I believe most of them do of the corporation, for most of the re- 
spectable inhabitants have left the Old Town they come to reside in the New Town ■ 
very few of them, if any of them at all, reside in the Old Town. 

There appears on the face of the accounts of the Limerick grand jury, a balance 
of arrears due by Colonel Munsel, 531 I. 10 do you know that gentleman >— 
Yes, I do. 

Where does he reside? — At Tervoe, I believe. 

He is a gentleman of rank and fortune in the county ?— Yes, he is. 

Do you know where he resides ? — I understand at Tervoe. 

Is that in the city or liberties ? — I do not know whether in the liberties or in the 
city. 

Have you ever heard that the grand jury were proceeding against Mr. Munsel 
Never, upon my word; I never interfere with any thing in Limerick, but the con- 
cerns of my own department ; I know nothing else but by rumour. 
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Mr. William Gibson, Called in ; and Examined. 

DID Mr. John Russell show you a letter in Limerick ?— He did. 

When?— On the Sunday, 26th May, Whitsunday, on that day he showed me 
a letter. J 

Did he tell you from whom it came ?— He told me it was a letter he had received 
from the Chairman. 

What was the date?— If the Committee will allow me, I will state the particulars. 
I returned that morning about eleven o’clock from professional attendance in the 
county of Galway, from the neighbourhood of Gort; after going home and getting 
my breakfast, I went into George-street, within twenty yards of the club-house" 
when I got into George-street, I saw Mr. Russell at some distance from me, I called 
to him, as we were in habits of intimacy, and asked him the news ; I said to him, 

are we to be hanged he then told me, “ we have got a Committee appointed, 
and here is a letter I received from Mr. Rice he then took a letter out of his pocket, 
and read part of it to me, at least he read the contents purporting to be in it from 
Mr. Rice ; he stated that the letter contained what he mentioned to me. “ I have 
this day formed a committee to my own mind,” or “ there has been a committee 
formed to my own mind, with which I hope to purify the Augean stable he made 
use of those words. 

Did you see the letter ? — I saw the letter in his hand. 

Did you see the hand-writiog of the letter? — I saw the hand-writing of the letter. 

Do you know the Chairman’s hand-writing? — I have seen several franks of his, 
and I have seen two or three letters from him to the printer, who showed them to 
me ; I also received a letter from him. 



Mr. 

William Gibson. 



Do you think it was in his hand-writing ?— To the best of my belief it was Mr. 
Rices hand-writing; I cannot speak positively, but to the best of my opinion, it was 
the Chairman’s hand-writing. I asked Mr. Russell the date of the letter, and he told 
melt was the 23d of May, Thursday the 23d ; after Mr. Russell read the letter to 
me, I went into the club-house and looked to the papers to see if they contained anv 
thing respecting what he read. 

Did he show that letter to any person else ? — I cannot take upon myself to say it 
was the same letter, but I saw Mr. Russell show a letter to several persons in the 
street ; I recollect one. 

Who?— I think it was one of the Mr. Harvey’s, jun. ; but I never asked him upon 
the subject ; but to the best of my belief it was. 

Did you hear any gentleman say, that he had seen that letter ?— ' The letter was the 
subject of general conversation in Limerick; I was asked by several on the subject, 

what the d — 1 is this Mr. Rice is going to do, John Norris Russell has got a letter 
irom him to day.” It was the general subject of conversation in Limerick ; I left 
Limerick three or four days after this. 

You are quite sure that the contents of the letter were as you have stated, that it 
did contain expressions you have narrated, or to that effect?— I could not take upon 
myself to say it contained tho.se expressions, but Mr. Russell read a letter purporting 
to contain the expression I have stated ; after I returned from the club-house, and 

having 
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having seen that the paper did not contain any thing upon the subject, J wentffieme 
amt wrote a letter to Lord Gort; the reason I wrote to him I will state; I had left 
Lord Gort at eleven o'clock the night before, who had then said, he did not think any 
thing would be done this session with respect to the petitions; I wrote to him at that 
tiipe, because there was no post in Gort on Monday, and he could not have had an 
account of it till Tuesday, and I thought it important he should know. 

Where do you reside? — In Limerick. 

How long have you lived there ? — Since the militia has been disbanded, with the 
exception of twenty months. 

Y ou are not a native of Limerick ? — N o. 

Have you any property there ? — No, I have not. 

In what way were you first introduced? — My first introduction was being quartered 
there on the military staff ; and whilst quartered there, the surgeoncy of the Limerick 
militia became vacant, and I got introduced to the present Lord Gort, by Major, now 
Colonel Neno, and Dr. Franklin. 

What was the consequence of that introduction ? — Lord Gort asked me forthecer- 
ficates of my qualification, and the certificates from the different commanding officers 
I liad. served under; and he said, he would consider of my qualification and appli- 
cation. 

Did you obtain that situation? — After the lapse of three months, I did. 

Are you now in that situation ? — I have not been in the city of Limerick militia 
these five years. 

Do you hold any medical appointment to any public institution?— None, except 
one as surgeon to the dispensary of Limerick, which is gratuitous. 

Have you ever been appointed to any other dispensary ? — Yes, I was. 

Where? — In Gort. 

Who appoints to the situation of physician to the dispensary at Gort ? — The sub- 
scribers. 

Who introduced you ? — I was introduced in consequence of a professional attend- 
ance of four weeks upon the late Lord Gort ; it was that circumstance which led to 
my introduction. 

You are sure, that the conversation you state to have taken place, occurred 
on the 26th of May ?— Sunday, the 26th of May, most positively, it was on that 
Sunday. 

When you asked Mr. Russell, “ are we to be hung,” who did you mean by, “ are 
wer Mr. Russell and I had often had a great deal of bantering backwards and 
forwards, jocosely, and I certainly meant the corporation. 

You have stated, that Mr. Russell read what purported to be the contents of 'the 
letter?— A part, he did not read, the whole; after he had read about the Augean 
stable, he did not read so distinctly as to enable me to hear ; and I put my hand on 
letter, and he cried out “ honour,” and I desisted ; he seemed a little angry for my 
doing so. J 

Did the letter contain, from what you know, either more or less than you have 
stated ?— There was a great deal more than those few words ; there was another 
part which I heard from other persons, namely, that Mr. Rice expected opposition ; 
perhaps Mr. Russell mentioned it to me, but I cannot state positively, having heard’ 
it from another person. 

Then, what you know of the contents of this letter, is what Mr. Russell read to 
you ? — Certainly, nothing more. 

You did not read it yourself? — No ; he was reading it in my presence, and 
I believe it to be in Mr. Rice’s hand-writing. 

Did you see the direction of the letter ? — I did not see the direction. 

Did you see how it began ?— No, I did not ; it was in an envelope ; I did not see 
the direction. 

Except what Mr. Russell stated to you, you do not know, in point of fact, whether 
it was addressed to Mr. Russell or not? — Only by his telling me he had got a letter 
from Mr. Rice, stating that he had got a committee appointed. 

But in no other way? — No, certainly not. 

How long have you been acquainted with the city of Limerick ?— Since the year 
1803. 

Are you a freeman of the corporation of Limerick ? — Yes, I am a freeman. 

When were you made free? — Upon my word I cannot recollect; I cannot take 
upon myself to say the exact time, some eight or ten years ago, but I will not say 
for a certainty. 

a a ifjfre 
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Are you a member of the common council ? — lam. 

Can you tell the Committee whether you were resident in the city of Limerick 
when you were made free?— I was going about with my regiment when I was made 
a freeman. 

Have you, in your capacity as burgess, attended many of the meetings of common 
council?— I suppose a dozen is the very utmost; I will not take upon myself to say 
I have even attended so many ; I think it was in 181 8 or 1 819, that I was created 
a burgess; I think a dozen is the utmost lever attended; if I am not mistaken 
I was admitted a burgess in January 1819. 

Were you a member of the common council when a vote was made for paying 
the expenses of the petition to Parliament; were you present at that vote? — I believe 
it was the day I was admitted ; I was admitted and sworn in, and I believe after- 
wards I signed the proceedings of the day, though I was not present when the vote 
took place ; but after I had been admitted and sworn in, I took my piace at the 
council, and I think I signed the proceedings. 

You signed the proceedings in which the vote was ? — Yes, I was told what it was • 
but I was not present when it was discussed. 

Were you present at a subsequent meeting, when the order was given for the 
payment of that money 800/. ?— It is possible I might, but I do not recollect. 

If you were, your name must appear in the book?— Yes, I think it will ; but 
I do not recollect whether I was present or not. 

Were you present at the time the resolution was entered into, to let certain lands 
to the present Lord Gort? — I recollect valuators being appointed to value the 
grounds; I believe I was present that day; I recollect Mr. Crips and others being 
appointed ; I think that was sometime in 1 8 1 9> if I do not mistake. 

Were you lately a candidate for any situation as connected with the city of 
Limerick gaol ? — I was told, by a gentleman, that the inspectorship would be vacant ; 
as such, I became a candidate, and canvassed several of the grand jurors for it. 

Have you been present when any of the corporate officers have been appointed in 
council ? — I have. 

Have you been present when any freemen have been made at the council ?— 
I have. 

Have you been present at any time when a burgess has been added to the coun- 
cil; a. new member? — I must recollect ; . yes, there was, I think, when Lord 
Gorts son-in-law, Mr. White, and Captain Hamilton; I think I was present that 
day. 

VV ho proposed those individuals? — Upon my word and credit, I cannot exactly 
say, but I think it was Lord Gort, but I will not positively say. 

If you were a candidate for any city appointment in Limerick, to whom would 
you apply for the purpose of obtaining it ? — Before I can answer that question, 

I must know what is meant by a city appointment. 

A corporate appointment ? — Not one of them is in my way. 

But if it were, to whom would you apply ? — I would ask my friends in the coun- 
cil ; I would ask Lord Gort and Mr. Vereker, and my friends. 

Have you ever known any appointment to take place in the council, except on the 
recommendation of Lord Gort? — Why really, during the time I have been a mem- 
ber of the council, the officers have been elected annually, as matter of course ; the 
town clerk and recorder, and so on. 

The mayors and sheriffs do not fall under that description ? — No, they are new 
appointments. 

At whose recommendation or suggestion do you think the appointment of those 
officers take place? — In general Lord Gort’s; he proposes them. 

Have you ever known any proposition made by Lord Gort negatived by the 
council ? — No, I have not, as far as I recollect. 

Have you ever known the suggestion of any member of the common council, 
opposed by Lord Gort, carried ? — I never saw an instance of it till lately, and that 
w-as the last council day ; there was very great opposition to Lord Gort’s friends 
about freemen ; his lordship was not present. 

At what time was that council held? — Last Monday week, I think. 

W ill you have the kindness to state to the Committee what that opposition was ? — 
LordGort’s friends were anxious that freemen, who had proved their rights to the 
satisfaction of the committee of investigation, should be admitted ; several members 
ot the council were against it. 

r &1 7 Ee Were 
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Were those the first admissions, as of right, that had ever taken place within your 
knowledge? — Ido not know any thing further of it; I believe some before were 
adfnitted by mandamus. 

But, in your acquaintance with the corporation, those were the only admissions 
by right? — Those are all that I know. 

Do you mean to say, that the friends of Lord Gort were anxious to admit them, 
and that the others who objected were not friends to Lord Gort? — I never saw' 
greater liberality manifested by any persons than by the friends of Lord Gort. 

Do you not know that many persons have been for years petitioners to be ad- 
mitted to the freedom of the city ? — I know nothing of it but by common rumour ; 
on the last day there were three or four petitions read by the mayor, and they were 
given to the committee to investigate. 

Were you never present when petitions were read to the council before? — Not to 
my knowledge ; it might have been done, and I not have noticed it ; but not to my 
knowledge. 

The Committee have a return before them, stating that petitions have been pre- 
sented ; do you entertain the slightest doubt, that if Lord Gort and his friends had 
wished it, that they would have been admitted ? — If I am to judge from the hostility 
evinced last Monday week, I think not. 

Do you imagine that Lord Gort could not prevail upon the council to receive 
them ? — I cannot take upon myself to say that. 

Was that council the first that was held, since the petitions grounded upon the 
decision of the House of Commons were submitted to the council? — I can only 
speak to it from hearsay; I heard the mayor say they were presented to him in 
October, and that he submitted them to the council, who ordered an investigation of 
them to take place before a committee, who were to report ; and accordingly there 
was a report made last Monday week, being the 1st of July. 

‘ That was the first time in which the common council had a power of considering 
those petitions since the decision of the Committee of this House on the right of 
voting? — The petitions were presented to the mayor, and he submitted them to the 
council ; then the council appointed part of their own body to investigate them, and 
to report to the council, which they did at the first meeting that took place. 

This was the first council which had been held since those petitions were pre- 
sented ? — I believe so. 

Previous to the decision of the Committee of this House, the corporation did not 
admit the right of birth, servitude and marriage ? — I only know that they admitted 
three by mandamus. 

But it was a right which they contested ? — It was always a disputed right ; there 
is one part of my evidence which I should wish to have read again, as I fear some- 
thing which I stated about the hostility that existed may not be intelligible. 

Who attended the council to which you have alluded ? — The mayor, the honour- 
able Major Vereker, Mr. John Vereker, Mr. James O’Grady, Captain Wallace, 
Air. Ormsby, Alderman Watson, Alderman Mahony, Alderman Westropp, 
Mr. O’Grady, Alderman Wilkinson, Mr. Jackson. 

By Mr. Jackson, do you mean the late sheriff? — Yes; he did not remain the 
whole time ; I cannot recollect the others ; Mr. Morony was there. 

Do you mean Mr. Morony the late treasurer? — Yes. 

In the former part of your evidence, you distinguished the council into two classes, 
those who were the friends of Lord Gort, and those who were hostile ? — I did not 
mean to convey that idea ; I said that there was opposition to the admission of the 
freemen. 

Who do you consider to be Lord Gort’s friends ? — I consider his brother, Major 
Vereker, and Mr. John Vereker. 

Who might be considered to represent Lord Gort there ? — His son, I should 
conceive. 

Do you consider Mr. James O’Grady as one of his friends ? — He was not on 
that occasion. 

Do you consider Captain Wallace to be one of Lord Gort’s friends? — He voted 
for admitting them. 

Do you consider Mr. Ormsby as a friend of Lord Gort, or not ? — He voted for the 
admission of them. 

Do you consider Mr. Alderman Watson ? — The most decided enemy he had. 

Mr. Mahony, on which side was he? — He was for admitting them. 

Do you recollect any others who were present ? — Mr. Gabbett was also present. 

Alderman 
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Alderman Watson, is he a friend of Lord Gort's? — He was the brother-in-law of 
Lord Gort. 

Mr. Wilkinson, was he a friend of Lord Gort’s ?— He went away. 

Mr. Jackson, the sheriff ?— He went away ill. 

Mr. Morooy?— I cannot say which side he was; I rather think he was for the 
admission. 

Mr. Daniel Gabbett ?■ — He certainly was for delay, until they had had the opinion 
of counsel, as to the proofs they had given in ; it alf hung upon the proofs offered in 
support of the petitions, some of them thought they were not sufficient. 

So that Mr. O’Grady, Alderman Watson, and Mr. Daniel Gabbett, were for 
delay? — Sheriff Watson was one of those who was against the admission; he had 
been appointed sheriff just half an hour before ; there were many more whom I can- 
not recollect. 

Cannot you recollect any more?-— If I saw the list of those who were present, 
perhaps I might ; I was not well that day. 

When did it take place ? — On the ist of July. 

You have no recollection of any one else ? — That there were many more there, 
I am satisfied, but I cannot at present recollect their names, I may perhaps be able 
in a short time ; there was Sheriff Taylor, he was at the council that day. 

Was he opposed to Lord Gort? — No, I think not. 

Who else? — Upon my word I cannot recollect. 

Perhaps if the names are read to you, you will be able to remember ; was 
Mr. Ralph Evans there ? — I do not recollect. 

Mr. Ralph Westropp, the younger ? — I do not think he was. 

Mr. Morris? — He was not. 

You were present yourself? — I was. 

Was Mr, Charles Ormsby ? — There were two Mr. Ormsby’s there, Henry and 
Charles, and the mayor, 

Was Mr. Joseph Sargent there? — I do not recollect. 

Was Samuel Tomkins there? — No. 

Was Mr. Matthew Hemmings present? — No. 

Mr. Gough the younger? — No. 

Mr. Brasier, was he there? — He is in France, I believe. 

Mr. Edward O’Grady ? — No. 

General Fitzgerald ? — No. 

Was Mr. T. Westropp there? — I saw him in an adjoining room that day, I recol- 
lect ; but I do not know whether he was present. 

John Wallace, was he there? — Yes, he was. 

Which way did he vote ? — I cannot say. 

Alderman Gabbett? — Yes. 

Which way was he?— I think he thought it right that they should be admitted ; 
I rather think so ; yes, he was on that side, for he was one of the committee to 
whom the petition was referred, and I heard him say he thought their claims were 
very fair, birth and marriage. 

Mr. John Crips, was he there?— I think he was; but I will not be certain. 

Do you know which way he voted ? — No, I do not. 

Henry D’Esterre, the late recorder, was he there? — Yes. 



Which way was he ? — As well as I recollect, he thought that the attorney.general 
should be asked, whether he was of opinion that they had given in sufficient proof in 
support of the right. 

Sir Christopher Marett,, was he present?— Yes, he was there. 

Which way did he vote? — For admitting some, and refusing others ; he did not 
think there was sufficient proof of the rights of some who petitioned to be admitted ; 
there were eight or nine, I think, who objected to the petitions. 

There were several others besides those you stated at first? — Yes. 

And they were in opposition you say, to the friends of Lord Gort? — They opposed 
the admission of those people. 

Whom Lord Gort’s friends supported ? — Yes, certainly. 

One of the persons who thus opposed Lord Gort’s friends was the late recorder 
D’Esterre ? — He w ished to have the attorney general’s opinion, whether the evidence 
they had given was sufficient. 

Is he not nearly related to Lord Gort?— He was his brother in law. 

^ l 7* Alderman 
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Alderman Watson, do you distinguish him from Lord Gort's friends? — He op- 
posed the admission of the petitioners, until the opinion of the attorney general 
was had. 

Do you conceive him not to be one of my Lord Gort’s friends ? — He was opposing 
him that day. 

He has been mayor of Limerick, has he not? — I know only from report. 

He is one of the chartered justices, is he not ? — Yes, he is now. 

Mr. Andrew J. Watson, was one? — Yes, he was elected sheriff that day, and was 
against the admission. 

Can you state at whose suggestion the appointment of corporate officers that day 
was made? — I think it was the honourable J. P. Vereker who proposed them that 
day. 

Having stated the persons who wished for delay, or who objected to the imme- 
diate admission of the freemen, were Mr. D’Esterre the late recorder, Sir Christopher 
Marett the late mayor, Mr. James O’Grady, Alderman Watson, Mr. Dan. Gabbett, 
and Mr. Andrew James Watson, can you state any one else who was of that 
opinion? — Upon my word I cannot say positively; when I say that they were 
against it, I mean that they did not think there was sufficient evidence adduced in 
support of the claim ; and they wished to have the attorney general’s opinion, to 
know whether the evidence in support of the claim was sufficient for the council to 
act upon. 

Can you state whether there were any others ? — I cannot ; but I think there might 
have been others. 

Was that the first division you ever knew in the common council ? — I have never 
attended many meetings of the common council. 

Will you have the goodness to inform the Committee what is the reason you had 
for supposing the letter, to which allusion has been made in the former part of your 
examination, to have been Mr. Rice’s? — Mr. Russell told me he had a letter from 
Mr. Rice ; he took it out of his pocket; I saw the writing, and, from the knowledge 
I had, though not very great, but I had seen franks, and public letters of Mr. Rice’s, 
as also a letter to myself, my opinion was that it was Mr. Rice’s writing. 

Where were you standing at the time you saw the letter? — Within twenty yards of 
the club house. 

Were you walking or standing? — Standing together ; I was very near to him. 

You say he objected to your reading the letter? — After reading about the 
Augean stable, he was going to another part, and I put my hand to it, and he cried 
out, “ Honour.” 

There was more in the letter than what he read? — Yes. 

What opportunity had you to see or to examine the hand-writing? — I looked over, 
and saw the general course of the writing. 

You saw it in his hand? — Yes ; I was quite close to him. 

Sufficiently near to ascertain the style of the writing? — As far as I could form an 
opinion, I thought it to be his, Mr. Rice’s, writing. 

You were reading it at the time? — No, I did not read it; but I saw the writing as 
he had it in his hand ; I saw the general feature of the writing. 

You are not able to state to the Committee that it was addressed to Mr. Russell, 
any further than he stated it to you ? — No. 

You did not see the address of it, or can you tell the Committee in what way it 
commenced? — I cannot, for he did not read that part of it. 

Had he it in his hand when you came up to him ? — I said, when I came up to 
him, “ Are we to be hung?” and he took the letter out of his side pocket. 

Do you think, without having read a word of that letter, you can say in whose 
hand-writing it was? — I think, by looking over it in the way I did, I could tell the 
writing ; I will not positively speak to any writing, but, as far as I could form an 
opinion, it was in Mr. Rice’s hand- writing. 

Did you see enough of it to know whether it was written on both sides? — On 
both sides. 

What sort of paper was it written upon ? — I think, it was a sheet of note paper ; 
I am satisfied that he read it, and as near the words I have stated as possible. 

Can you inform the Committee whether the word used was “ formed” or 
“ struck ?”■ — My impression was, “ Mr. Rice had formed a committee to his own 
mind they both convey the same meaning to my mind. 

Had you heard that any evidence had been given here with respect to this letter? 
— I heard since I have been outside this room. 

And 
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And never before? — Who could I hear it from? I only came to town this 
morning. 00 uoateH OBimdoIA 

Did you receive a written communication to that effect?— No ; I received 
a communication from Lord Gort, stating, that Mr. Russell had contradicted to him 
the information I had given to him, and that he would have me summoned ; but he 
would not have me come, if, in consequence of indisposition, I was not able to travel. 

Was the letter you wrote to Lord Gort, under cover to Captain O’Grady, the 
letter which communicated your first impression of what had been read to you ? 
— No ; when Lord Gort wrote to me, stating, that he would have me summoned to 
attend the Committee, if I was able to proceed, and if not, to send a certificate ; 
I wrote to him an answer, saying, that I would proceed, as my character was at 
Stake. 

In what respect was your character at stake ? — Because Lord Gort wrote to me, 
stating that Mr. Russell had denied to him what I had stated to his lordship. 

Then the account you received of the evidence which Mr. Russell had given was 
through Lord Gort ? — No ; he wrote to me, and said, that Mr. Russell had denied 
to him what I had stated to him. 

Do you know the distinction between the forming of a committee and the striking 
of a committee '—Upon my word, in parliamentary language, I do not. 

Have you heard any thing, either verbal or in writing, with respect to the phrase of 
striking a committee ? — I think it nearly comes to the same. 

That is not an answer to the question ; have you heard, since the business has 
been agitated, any distinction between striking and forming a committee ?— Certainlv 
not. 
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Have you had any personal or written communication about striking or forming 
a committee? — No, positively not. 

Do you recollect whether, when Mr. Russell read part of this letter to you, he 
began at the commencement of the letter ?-— I asked him the news ; I said to him, 
“ Are we to be hung r” then he said, “ I have just received a letter from Mr. Rice.” 

Did he commence reading at the beginning of the letter? — I believe he did. 

Was this which you state he said about the Augean stable at the beginning of the 
letter ? — It appeared to be near the beginning. 

And then it proceeded about expecting opposition ? — I will not take upon myself 
to say that he read that to me ; I had it from a gentleman who told me he had it from 
Mr. Russell. 

Who ? — Doctor O’Callaghan, 

Did you hear of it in the club-house ? — It was the subject of general conversation; 
I heard that it came also from Mr. Philip Francis Russell. 

Who is Doctor O’Callaghan ? — He is a gentleman of great respectability. 

He is physician to the city of Limerick gaol?— No, to the county gaol. 

You are quite sure Mr. Russell used the words, “ I have got a letter from Mr. 
Rice?” — Yes; we are upon the best terms possible. 

And you began bantering him about hanging the corporation ? — Yes, and I regret 
very much that I wrote to Lord Gort upon the subject, or that it should be made 
matter of evidence. 



[The following Papers were delivered in by the Chairman, and read.] 

Copy of Resolutions entered into at a Meeting of the Parishioners of 
St. Michael’s Parish, Limerick, held the 4th April 1 822. 

“ Resolved, — That we have seen with surprize, the copy of a petition from a late 
grand jury of this city to Parliament, praying for the adoption of some measure which 
would extend their power of taxation to this parish, which owes its present extent and 
population to an exemption from their control or power of taxing, the abuse of which 
has been found so injurious to the parishes in the city. 

Resolved, — That this parish has, under the faith of an Act of Parliament, raised 
a large sum of money for the improvement of its streets, the interest of which, 
together with the annual expense for paving, lighting, watching, &c. and the sum of 
500 L a year paid to the city treasurer as its proportion of the expense of public 
establishments, require an annual tax on houses and shores which is at present as 
heavy as can be well borne by the inhabitants. 

Resolved, — That contributing so largely as we already do towards the support of 
public establishments, we feel ourselves called on to oppose any effort on the Dart 
fc* j>7. Ff ,J Wri. i F 0 f 
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1 14 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE BEFORE SELECT COMMITTEE 
of the corporation, through their grand jury, to extend their power of taxation to this 
parish, the experience of many years having fully proved how much that power has 
been abused, and what large sums of money, levied off the city and liberties, are still 
unaccounted for. 

“ Resolved,— That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by our chairman to 
our representative in Parliament, Thomas Spring Rice, Esquire, and that he be 
requested to oppose any attempt which may be made to subject this parish to 
grand jury assessments. 

“ Limerick, 4 April 1S22. “ John Norris Russell, Chairman.” 

“ To the Honourable Charles Bushe, His Majesty’s Solicitor General 
for Ireland, &c. &c. &c. 

The memorial of Patrick She*, of Ballinacurra, humbly shewelh, That your 
memorialist obtained a presentment at spring assizes 1815, from the grand jury of the 
city of Limerick, for the sum of 46/. 2 *. 6 d.; that your memorialist fairly and 
honestly executed the work confided to him, and accounted for the same according to 
law ; that Edmond Morony, late city treasurer, refused to pay the memorialist °he 
sum he was legally entitled to receive, and that a balance of 22/. 17s. 8 d. still 
remains outstanding and due ; that in consequence of such non-payment, your 
memorialist has been decreed by the assistant barrister, on the 18th of October 
1819, for labouring work performed in the execution of the presentment as afore- 
said, and costs equal to one half of the debt have been incurred by memorialist ; 
that your memorialist has also been summoned before the right worshipful the Mayor 
of Limerick, for the recovery of other parts of the said money ; that your memorialist 
having paid all city taxes due to the said city treasurer, humbly submits to your 
lordship the extreme hardship of his case, and the injustice which deprives him of 
what he legally claims, when your memorialist has cleared off all public rates to and 
for the last assizes. Your memorialist submits the facts of his case to your lordship, 
with humble confidence that your lordship will call upon the said Morony to account 
for the public money confided to him, or that your lordship will afford the memo- 
rialist such other redress as to your iordship’s wisdom may seem expedient. 

“ And he will ever pray. 

“ County of Limerick, July 2 2d, 1820.” “ Patrick Shea.” 

“In the matter of Edmond Morony, late treasurer of this city, I found an order on 
the Crown Book of spring assizes 1820, prout,— Mr. Lloyd as counsel for Mr. 
Morony (insisted Mr. Morony being present), upon bis part, that there is no jurisdic- 
tion in this court to enforce such an order against a treasurer out of office, and that 
Mr. Morony not being prepared to go into the accounts required by it, declines 
obedience to it at present. I found another order of the same date on the secretary 
of the grand jury prout, who informed me, that he had applied yesterday to the clerk 
of the crown, as the proper officer, to give satisfaction on the subject of that order, and 
referred me to him. lhe Reverend John O’Donoghue then informed me, that Mr. 
Parker, the clerk of the crown, was absent in London, and that he, as his friend, and 
his clerk, P. T. Tuckey, who was to act as his deputy at these assizes, had nothing to 
say on the subject of the said order. After saying that, Mr. O’Donoghue handed 
to me a paper, which I have inspected.” 

“ Edmond Morony, Treasurer— William Norris, Robert Briscoe, Trustees— 
to the King Morony, £. 2,000, Norris, Briscoe, £.1,000 each — Heirs, executors, 
administrators. Whereas the above-named Edmond Morony was duly and legally 
elected and appointed treasurer for the corporation aforesaid Now the condition of 
this obligation is such, that if the said Edmond Morony shall justly and truly account 
in manner and form and at all times required by any law at present subsisting, or to 
be required by any law that hereafter may be made relating to the. same, and that he 
shall at all times justly and fairly and truly pay and account for all money which he 
shall have received as treasurer; and that he shall duly and faithfully discharge 
the duties of his said office in every respect ; and that he, his heirs, executors and 
administrators, shall or will, on his death, resignation, removal or dismissal, deliver 
unto his successor in office all books, papers, affidavits and accounts, deposited with 
him, or kept by him as treasurer, and pay and hand over, See.” 
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